
December 23, 1970 



Amarillo, Texas 79106 
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Dear 



-^21st and 



I received your postal card on December 

| 

with respect to your inquiry concerning the American Civil 1 
Liberties Union, information in our files must be maintained as 
confidential pursuant to regulations of the Department of Justice: 
I regret I cannot be of assistance in this instance. • 

Sincerely yours, 

j. Edgac Hooves: » 



To' son — 
Sullivan . 
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NOTE: No record Bufiles identifiable with correspondent. 
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Dear Sirs: 

q Can you please send me any information on 

the American Civ il T.ihArHpg TTninn? Thank you. 



Amarillo, Texas 
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DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 

'ENTION: Inspector Joe SJTzoo 

SAC, LOS ANGELES (100-3§o7) (C) 




JRICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
INFORMATION CONCERNING (INTERNAL SECURITY-C) 



ReButelcall 12/22/70 from Inspector JOE SIZOO con- 
cerning telephone call he had received 12/22/70 from MYERS G. 
LOWMAN, 8310 Waver ly, Buena Park, California (home telephone 
71^-521-0208), with instructions that LOWMAN should be inter, 
viewed to determine the nature of the information he wished 
to furnish the Bureau. 

LOWMAN was interviewed in his home at the above 
address, during fthft fiVfirnnp nf, 12/22/70 by SAs GILBERT G. 



BENJAMIN and, 
following information: 



at which time he furnished the 



LOWMAN said he is of the opinion that the American 
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) is "making an all out effort to i 
hack away the powers of all investigative bodies, both ' v " 

legislative and executive." To give credence to his contention, 
he pointed out the ACLU's recent attempt to hamper the publishing, 
by a Congressional committee of the names of 70 subversives who 
had appeared as speakers on college and/or university campuses 
recently. This was done through a court order. He feels the 
ACLU is becoming bolder and that they may soon turn their attacks 
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LA 100-3267 



on the FBI and other investigative bodies. He states that much 
of the financial backing the ACLU receives comes from wealthy 
individuals who have been "duped" by the ACLU, and who are not 
aware of the connections the early founders of the ACLU had with 
the Communist Party. 

He said that in recent years the .American Legion has 
passed a resolution at each of its national conventions calling 
for an official investigation of the ACLU, without success. 

LOWMAN said he wanted the Bureau to know that he is 
planning a frontal attack on the ACLU and that he does not care 
if his attack ends up with him being the subject of a civil 
suit by the ACLU. He just wanted the FBI to know of his plan. 
He did not ask for any assistance or suggestions from the FBI 
and $f course none was volunteered by the interviewing Agents. 

It is his intention to publish a one-page legal size 
leaflet setting out the communist affiliations of the ACECJ's 
"founding fathers." He has been working on the research involving 
these persons over a period of several years. He intends to 
seek financial support from one or more backers for publication 
of several thousand of these leaflets for distribution on a 
national scale. He is considering two possible methods of dis- 
tribution of these leaflets: 

A. Formation of a new national organization, to 
be headed by himself. 

B. Work through one or more existing organizations, 
such as the American Legion. 

LOWMAH furnished a hastily scribbled longhand rough 
draft outline of the ideas he intends to include in his leaflet, 
which reads as follows: 
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"RESEARCH INFORMATION FOR YOUR N ON- COMMUNIST FRIENDS 
WHO SUPPORT THE -AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

The first national chairman of the ACLU was identified 
Communist Rev. Dr. HARRY F. WARD — 1920-1940. 

• • Chairman HARRY F. WARD'S publicity director of ACLU 
was LOUIS BUDENZ, identified Communist Party member and editor 
of the DAILY WORKER. LOUIS BUDENZ later identified Dr. HARRY 
F. WARD, Professor, Religious Ethics, Union Theological Seminary, 
New York City, as a member of the CP. 

Other national leaders of the Communist Party USA 
were members of the first national committee of the ACLU. 
They were WILLIAM Z. FOSTER, head of the CPUSAj and ELIZABETH 
GURLEY FLYNN. 

The principal difference between the Communist Party 
USA and the Communist Party Russia is the Communist Party 
Russia is the 'boss.* The purpose of the CP Russia and the 
CPUSA is world conquest by the Soviets. 

The ACLU purports to obtain and/or preserve civil 
liberties for persons and organizations in the United states. 
The principal and obvious major result of ACLU litigation is 
and has been removal of the ability of the United States to 
protect itself. The U.S. and no other nation can exist without 
strict, quick and universal justice. Maintenance of law and 
order is imperative to national survival. 

The heavy perponderance of ACLU legal action has been 
helpful to radicals, communists, rapists, pornographers, and etc., 
in the toils of the law. 

Fellowship of Reconciliation headed by Rev. A. J. 
MUSTE, who was denounced by J. EDGAR HOOVER, Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, as long having fronted for the 
communists. ACLU claimed in its £0th year anniversary folder 
that the Fellowship of Reconciliation founded the American Civil 
Liberties Union. 

422874 



LA 100-3267 



EARL BROWDER, Secretary-head of the Communist Party 
USA named ACLU a transmission belt of the CPUSA. 

In 1970, ACLU continued its general. line of legal 
action and propaganda, including procuring a temporary injunc- 
tion from a Federal Judge to restrain the United States House 
of Representatives Internal Security Subcommittee from publishing 
the names of 70 radicals and/or communist speakers on American 
campuses. 

There is probably no organization in the United 
States less deserving of a favorable reputation and support 
than ACLU." 



On the back of this legal size sheet, LOWMAN indicated 
he intended to print an offset reproduction of portions of the 
testimony of LOUIS BUDEFZ wherein BUDENZ identified Rev. Dr. 
HARRY P. WARD as a member of the Communist Party; and also the 
comments of EARL BROWDER regarding the ACLU as a transmission 
belt of the Communist P'arty. 

Mr. LOWMAH was told that he could not expect the 
Bureau to approve or assist him in his proposed project, in 
any way, shape or form. 

The above-quoted rough draft notes which LOWMAtT 
furnished are being retained as an exhibit in the Los Angeles 
case file in this matter (LA 100-3267). 



No further action will be taken at Los Angeles. 
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SPONSORED BY -AMERICAN CIVIL LJBERTJM.^-, 
UNION AND FRIENDS OF~ClTlRXajOMMITTEE - 
"RM 

Re Springfield nitel to the Director dated 12/11/70. 

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau" are the original m 
and ten copies of an LHM concerning captioned matter. Also 
enclosed for the Bureau are two copies of an FD-376. A copy 
of two separate items of literature, one of which was sold for 
^| 15<? per copy and the other was given away by the subject and 
his associates are being sent as enclosures. The reason the 
Bureau is being furnished with only one copy of each item of 
literature is due to the fact that the supply was in limited 
quantities and additional copies could not be obtained. 



The enclosed LHM is being disseminated locally to 



^NUSA, SDI, and USA^ EDI ; Secret Service, Springfield; OSI, Chanuti 
^ Air Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois; NISO, Chicago, Illinois; and 



UJ 



■^{^ MI, Evanston, Illinois. 

pij It is to be noted that non$°of R fifie )f ^S8ects speeches 

were monitored or attend by Bureaui^g§.fl|(|S5dt^ito the inability 
to do so with f^l^^fflPity. Springfield sources, however, 

, Bureau (Encl.>iv) (RM). 
"6 - Springfield (1 - 157-2486) 
, (1 - 157-1403) 

/ (1 - 157-1513) 

(1 - 157-11006 

CAS/rab y^ff^r CI - I I 




(1 -■ 

(1 - 100-1200? V 

(1 - 100-11457); 

(1 - 157-2488) 

(1 -176-58) 
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SI 157-2486 

were "in attendance and full coverage was accomplished. 



The enclosed LHM is being classified jGo^ffCtt^re^ra** to 
protect sources of continuing value, the unauthorized disclosure 
of which would be detrimental to the national defense interest. 

Sources utilized in the enclosed LHM are as follows: 

SI T-l: 



SI T-2: 



is on the Springfield Agitator Index, 



b6 

b7C 
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A separate case has been opened ccmr^rninfiL. the 
Friehds of Cairo Committee which sponsored | | appearances, 

and Bureau will be advised by separate communication concerning 
this ; organization* t • 



2 



FD-376 (Rev. 4-2S-68) 




unJ^d states department of jftiCE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20535 



December 17, 1970 




In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 
Director 

United States Secret Service 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D. C. 20220 

Dear Sir: 

The information furnished herewith concerns an individual who is believed to be 
covered by .the agreement between the FBI and Secret Service concerning Presidential pro- 
tection, and to fall ^within the category or categories checked. 

□ Has attempted or threatened bodily harm to any government official or employee, 
including foreign government officials residing in or planning an imminent visit to the 
U. S M because of his official status. 

.2. □ Has attempted or threatened to redress a grievance against any public official by other 
than legal means. 

3. □ Because of background is potentially dangerous; or has been identified as member or 

participant in communist movement; or has been under active investigation as member 
of other group or organization inimical to U. S. 

4. □ U. S. citizens or residents who defect from the U. S. to countries in the Soviet or 

Chinese Communist blocs and return. 

5. [ig Subversives, ultrarightists, racists and fascists who meet one or more of the following 

criteria: 

(a) □ Evidence of emotional instability (including unstable residence and 

employment record) or irrational or suicidal behavior: 

(b) O Expressions of strong or violent anti-U. S. sentiment; 

(c) □£] Prior acts (including arrests or convictions) or conduct or statements 

indicating a propensity for violence and antipathy toward good order 
and government. 

6. □ Individuals involved in illegal bombing or illegal bomb-making. 
Photograph □ has been furnished □ enclosed □ is not available 

□ may be available through ^ 



Very truly yours, 

A' ^TF 

Jmu Edgar Hol^r 



N Director 



1 - Special, Agent in Charge (Enclosure(s) 
U. S. Secret Service 



Enclosure(s) 
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(Ufron removal of classified enclosures, if any^ this transmittal form 
becomes UNCLASSIFIED.) 
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STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUoTICE 



In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Springfield, Illinois 
December 17, 1970 




ILLINOIS 



STATE UNIVERSITY (ISU) 
NORMAL. ITiTJNOTfi ■ 
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sponsored BY The American civil 

LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) AND <* 
FRIENDS OF CAIRO COMMITTEE 

On December 11, 1970, SI T-1, who ha s fumishPH 
reliable information in the past, advised that 



all day 



j-^ sche duled to annRar nn thp Ill inois State University campus 

^will give 



and will make speaking 



appearances at various classp.s rinring the two days period. 



SI T-1 further advised that . 

at the campus religious center at 7:30 PM on 
which is to be open to the nnhiir. st t_i 



hi«=! main gnoor>Vi 



IS 

th 

Libert 

armpara nces is to be 



advised thatl 
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Frank Haiman, who is 



j-resxaenx ox tne Illinois Division of the American C^h i 
rties Union. The r>* H^nnoc^t, ™ »n ~* I 



i On | | SI T-1 advised that i i 

J did appear at the Illinois State University campus as 



previously scheduled and spoke at appxoxlma±al3z n±ne cnilaaa 
classes during .the two dav period of| 



E 



t the campus religious 
before an audience of 



SI T-1 advised that with the 



SI T-1 advised that,_ 
center at 7:30 PM on 

approximately 100 to" 135 persons. . _ „„„„ „_ 

exception of the main speaking appearance which was held 'at the 
campus religious center, the other appearances were attended by 
^primarily Illinois State University students ranging in number 
from-- 15 to 35 persons in attendance. SI T-1 stated that these 



b6 
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and 



spe aking eng agements were held during the regular school day 

J appearance at the various classes appeared to have 



been on an invitational basis from the respective class professors. 



hd^hy h w ***** 
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ILLINOIS SI'AtE UNIVERSITY (ISU), 
NORMAL. ILLINOIS 



b6 
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appearances 



SPONSORED BY THE AMERICAN CIVIL 
LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) AND 
FRIENDS OF CAIRO COMMITTEE 

SI T-l stated that during all of f x ,,^ . 

throughout the two day period, he distributed a United Front of 
Cairo pamphlet entitled "The History of State Police Activity 
in Cairo, Illinois, from March, 1959". ^Source advised that this 
four page pamphlet consisted of entirely dates and places of 
white abuse of the black citizens in Cairo, Illinois. Source 
advised that in addition to the above mentioned pamphlet, a small 
booklet entitled "American Civil Liberties After Fifty Years" was 
sold at the price of 15£ by representatives of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. 

SI T-l stated that the audience reaction to all of 
appearances and speeches was held to a minimum and even 
though he did conduct discussion periods, there was little 
audience reaction and very limited enthusiasm for what he had"* 
to say. ; 



On 



b6 
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SI-T-2, who has furnished 

reliable information in the past, advised th at there were no 
incidents or disturbances in connection with | | appearance 

at ISU and no problem pursuant to his appearance as anticipated. 



is a 



] for 



the Cairo, Illinois United Frbnt, a predominantly black organization 
which leads boycotting and picketing of white business 
establishments in Cairo, Illinois. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor 
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is 
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside of your agency. 
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OPTION At fORV ^O. .10 
MA«~1962 EDITION ' 
GSA 6tH. ntO. NO. 27 



* > t " A UNITED STATE^jpVERNMENT 

- Memorandum 

MR. WALTERS A—. 



Tolson . 



TO 



FROM 



DATE: 



12-16-70 



SUBJECT: 



B. E. Ponder/^ 
w 



/ BrrfirTan. C.D.J5 

Callahan _v*l- 

Conn?. 4 jt. 

Felt 4 IZ- 
Gale _ 
Koscn . 

Tavel 

Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 
Holmes 



AND JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
IDENTIFICATION MATTER 
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Gandy . 




My memorandum to you 12-8-70 reported receipt of a civil 
subpoena directing^^resentatives of the FBI and the Department to appear 
at the office of the American C iyllJLib.erJties^IJ iiion,,, 1424 16th Street, North- 
west, Washington, D. C. , to give testimony in captioned case. The subpoena 
was accompanied by plaintiff's request for production of documents concerning 
the maintenance of identification records and dissemination of such records 
and all Los Angeles Police Department records available to the defendants 



concerning 



detention in California. 
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by 



As vo u know, captioned matter involves civil action brought 
in the U. S. District Court, Washington, D. C. , to have 



the record of his arrest by the Los Angeles Police Department expunged from 
FBI files. The court held in favor of the defendants (the Director and Attorney 
General). On appeal, the case was re manded for trial in the U. S. District *- v > 
Court in the District of Columbia, The | l have accepted the assistance 

of the American Civil Liberties Union in this matter. be 

b7C V C 

Assistant United States Attorney who is handling » 

this matter, advised on 12-16-70 that the following documents would be furnished 
in response to plaintiff's request for records: (1) A copy of Paragraph 0. 85 (b) (V 
appearing in the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 28, pertaining to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, and (2) a copy of letterhead memorandum setting forth ^ 
results of review of Los Angeles Police Department records prepared by Los 
Angeles FBI office dated l-19-6^jsdiu±_had_been furnished to the Department 



.be 

m connection with this matter. instructed SA B. E. Ponder to 

appear in his office at 9:30 a.m. 12-17-70 for the purpose of giving testimony 
relative to the maintenance and dissemination of FBI identification records 
in accordance- with subpoena. 



3 2- /k>~iT<\ '? ... 
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1 - Mr. Casper (Attention: Mr. Dalbey) 

NOT RECORDED 
DEC 21 1970 

,~ CONT INUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Walters 
RE: 



AND JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
IDENTIFICATION MATTER 
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ACTION: 

SA Ponder will report as directed and be available to answer 
questions relative to the practices of the FBI with regard to the maintenance 
and dissemination of FBI identification records. 
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A * i* 1 1> SI CODED 
955 PM 12/11/70 NITEL CEK * . ** *" 

TO DIRECTOR (ATTENTION DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION) 

FROM 'SPRINGFIELD (157- ) CPP 2) 



/7JL 



ILLINOIS STATE UNIVERSITY (ISU), 



NORMAL , ILLINOIS, 



BY^M?RICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) AND FRIENDS OF CAIRO 



SPONSORED 



COMMITTEE, RM, 



ON 



SOURCE, WHO HAS FURNISHED 




RELIABLE INFORMATION IN PAST, ADVISED THAT ABOVE CAPTIONED 
SUBJECT IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON ISU CAMPUS ALL DAY 




, AND WILL MAKE SPEAKING APPEARANCE 



AT VARIOUS CLASSES DURING TWO DAY PERIOD. SOURCE STATED SUBJECT 

b6 

WILL SPEAK AT CAMPUS RELATIONS CENTER, SEVEN THIRTY P.M., b7c 



WHICH IS OPEN TO PUBLIC. SUBJECT IS 

FRANK HAIMAN, PRESIDENT OF 



ILLINOIS DIVISION OF ACLU. TOPIC OF DISCUSSION IS TO BE I I 



END PAGE ONE 



BSj^l61970 16g "DEC 18 1970 
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PAGE TWO 

SI 157- 

ADMINISTRATIVE: SOURCE IS 

IT IS TO BE NOTED 



IS ON SPRINGFIELD DIVISION 
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AGITATOR INDEX, IT DOES NOT APPEAR THESE APPEARANCES, IN VIEW OF 

THEIR LOCATION, CAN BE MONITORED WITH FULL SECURITY, HOWEVER, 

SOURCES HAVE BEEN ASSIGNED ♦ LETTERHEAD MEMORANDUM WILL BE 

SUBMITTED FOLLOWING SUBJECTS APPEARANCE. J^Jl^i^SS^ 

NOT PREVIOUSLY KNOWN, SOURCES ASSIGNED TO DETERMINE NATURE, 

ACTIVITIES, MEMBERSHIP, FUNDS • P. 

END 

DSW FBI WASH DC CLR 
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UNITED STATES flJVERNMENT, 

Memorandum 



ToUon 




TO 



FROM 



MR WALTERS {^V^ 
B. E. Ponder*? 



DATE: 12-8-70 



SUBJECT: 



JOHN JilDGAR HOOVER x , . r A I i 

IDENTIFICATION MATTERS ^ J> { ■_/- #f Ctf/i*; ' 



]and 
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ifrcnnon, CD. 

Callahan 

Casper 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 

.Tavel J 

/\^UcVa ^1. 

• Soyars 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy . 




Captioned matter involves civil action bTougKrby 



in the U. S. District Court, Wa^hingtpn^_D,jCL , to have the 

' record of his arrest by the Los Angeles Police Department expunged 
from FBI fingerprint files. The court he ld in favor of the defendants 

appealed. A panel 



\ 



. (the Director and The Attorney General). 

I of the U. S. Court of Appeals, consisting of Bazelon, McGowan, and 

I Robinson, reversed the District Court and remanded the case for trial' 
and full development of the facts and the l aw on acqu isition, m aintenance 
and dissemination of a criminal record of | |type. TheT 



b6 \ 
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have accepted the assistance of the^ American Civil Liberties Union 
this matter. 



in 



On 12-7-70 the Washingt on Field Office d elivered to 
Assistant United States Attorney (A USA] |a civil subpoena 

v * 1 l^li — — ~— -~ r --~ «- T 

d^ma^mgJheJDi^^ 



JO 



the American Civil Liberties, Union. 1424 16th Street, Northwest, to 
give testimony in captioned case on 12-17- 70 pursuant to Rule 30 (b) (6) 
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Data sought will be standards, 
practices and procedures of the FBI concerning acquisition, maintenance 
and dissemination of information relative to arrests. The subpoena was 
accompanied by Plaintiff's Request for Production of Documents calling 
for (1) Agreements, memoranda and written documents which are in the 
custody or control of the defendants or their Agents which relate to the 
acquisition, maintenance, and dissemination of arrest information, and 
(2) Any and all Los Angeles Police Depa rtment records or reports avail- 
able to defendants concernin g R etention in California. Copy of 
Plaintiff's Request for Production of Documents and Notice of Deposition 



<jW i 
b7C §| 
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by FBI are attached. 
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Enclosures 
1 - Mr. Casper (Attention: Mr. Dalbey) * 
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Mem prandnm tn Mr» Wa1t<ai»o 

RE: 



JOHM JiJDGAR HOOVER — 
IDENTIFICATION MATTER 



AND 
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On 12-7-70 AUSA 



advised that he would meet with 



a representative of the Identification Division at his earliest opportunity 
to arrange a meeting with representatives of the Ame rican Civil Liberties 
Union as a result of the subpoena and to discuss what information should be 
furnished in response to Plaintiff's questions. 



ACTION: 



For information. You will be advised of further developments. 
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January 26, 1971 
AIRMAIL 



To 1 son __. 
Sullivan ... 
Mohr - -. 

Bishop ._. 
Brcnnan, CD. — 
Callahan 



Tok, Alaska 99780 
Pear l 
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Your letter was received on January 22nd and I 
appreciate the interest which prompted you to contact me. Al- 
though I would like to be of assistance, I cannot comply with your 
request since information in our files must be maintained as con- 
fidential pursuant to regulations of the Department of Justice. 
_ Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 



7- WAILED H 7! I 

JAN 2 6 1971 

COMM-FBI 



NOTE: Correspondent was aiT 
Reference stated he w as| 



worker, and he did not[ 



Rosen . 

Tavel . . 

Walters 

Soyars , 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



addition, he was 9 pounds under the minimum weighty that time. 
JCW:cmg (3) 

.... *^ , . , I31I 
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Casper _ __. Cf 

gLp58FEB 101971 
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FEDERAL BUREAU of INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 



13 January 1971 



ATTN. Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 



Bear Sirs 

This letter might seem a little out of reason to you, but I was wondering 
if you would he able to answer some questions for me. The reason behind this 
letter is due to the fact that we have been having quite a bit^ trouble here 
in this community from a few people who are either backing th^Ameriqan J&JJ&L^ 
Liberties Union or belong to it. I would like to know just what ground they are 
standing on. As many others here we have read literature and have heard that 
this organization is either communist fronted or are regular card carriers. 

There are many here that will not believe what they hear or see from the 
sources of literature we have gotten through our various news medias. I thought 
by writing to you and getting it first hand might help some to see just what side 
of the fence people are on. 

I know you probably receive many letters like this but I am hoping you will 
answer this one. Could you please get me the information as to just what this or- 
ganization is. ire the actually communist fronted? How are they listed in the files 
of the Government? Where do they get their backing etc.. Any amount of literature 
you have on this will be greatly appreciated but a letter in several copies would 
be good also,. If possible would your letter be able to be released to the local 
newspaper and to the city paper Fairbanks Daily News Minor in Fairbanks ^Alaska? 

A-mn?hhin^ vrm hmrpi otj this please sen<£ to; 

Tok, Alaska 99780. 



As an interested American citizen, I hope you will be able to help me. Thank 
you for your time and attention to this letter. 
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Martinsville, Va. 2^112 
January 1&» 1971 



Jo Edgar Hoover 9 Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D,C, 20000 

Dear Mr* Hoover j 

Recently, the John Birch Society met in our city 
^in an attempt to organize a party here 0 Also the 
CAmerican Civil Liberty Union wanted to come into the 
area. I am confused in' my thinking as to whether these 
are good for the people or Communist affiliated 0 Please 
tell me where I can find material on these organizations 
that vrould present them in a truthful light 0 



Thank you. 



Sincerely yours « 
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TO 



UNITED STATES G(^ERNMENT 

Memorandum * 

DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 



date: 



1/27/71 



a 



LOS ANGELES (IOO-3267HC ) 



subject: ^AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
INFORM T ION CONCERNING- A 



1 > 

1 




(INTERNAL SECURITY) 

ReLA let 12/23)70; and Bureau tel call from Inspector 
J. A. SIZOO, 12/22/70 concerning a telephone call he had re- 
ceived that same date from MYERS G.^TOWMAN, 6J10 Waverly, 
Buena Park, California (home telephone 734-^21-0208). 

Today (1/27/7D Mr. LOWMAN furnished the Los Angeles 
Division a copy of the leaflet he has prepared for use in a 
frontal attack on the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) , 
which was discussed in referenced IA let of 12/23/70, As 
will be noted, the leaflet is dated February 1, 1971, and 
will be released on and after that date. 

Mr. LOWMAN has indicated that the first printing of 
these leaflets amounted to 20,000. It is his hope that he 
will get additional financial support in the not too distant 
future, which will enable him to print and circulate many 
more such leaflets. He voiced the opinion that he feels 
such information as is contained in the leaflet should be in 
the hands of every District Attorney, sheriff, chief of 
police, newspaper editor, radio and/or television commentator; 
as well as members of the boards of directors of the major 
American business and financial institutions. 



J 



The original leaflet furnished by Mr. LOWMAN, which is 
identical to those that will be released on 2/1/71, is attached 
for the Bureau's information. LOWMAN was not seeking Bureau 
approval of his document; but merely made it available for 
completion of the Bureau's files. This matter is considered 
CLOSED. (It is to be no£ed that LOWMAN was subject of* SAC 
„ ,^ letter 62-27 Section^R. t 

13 ^- Bureau (Encl. lf^M^ .#7 7> fa hi l06 ~ /3 

- Los Angeles •*/ W( "* ' 

1 - LA 100-^6373 (MYERS G. L0WMA«) 
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February 1,1971. 



For your non-Communist acquaintances who support 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION was organized January 12, 1920 with 
the Communist Rev.*Harry F. Ward as National Chairman from 1920 to 
1940. Communist Louis F. Budenz was the first National Publicity 
Director, The fprst National Committee of AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES 
UNION included such other widely known Communists as Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn and William Z. Foster; and Rev. A J. Muste who long 
fronted for the Communists. *Earl Browder, Secretary of the Communist 
Party of the United States named AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION a 
Communist Transmission Belt in testimony before the Special Committee 
to Investigate Un-American Activities, U.S. House of Representatives. 
The Communist Party U.S.A. and Communist Party headquartered in 
Russia have one principal difference The Communist Party head- 
quartered in Russia is the boss of the Communist Party U.S.A. 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION has attracted to its fold many pro- 
minent Americans who, by no stretch of one f s imagination could be 
considered disloyal, subversive, or even questionable. As is the 
case in many American organizations, the rank-and-file of AMERICAN 
CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION often subscribes to certain vague ideals and 
then fails to check as to whether top officials live up to the 
ideals. 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, has from its inception and, today 
continues to weaken, damage, and interfere with the ability of the 
United States Federal, state and local governments to maintain law 
and- order. The inve3tigating process of the Federal and local gov- 
ernments is under constant attack by the AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES 
UNION. No nation can endure the loss of internal ability to defend 
itself. 

To remove validity from a possible claim of "long-time-ago "actions 
by AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, reference is made to samples of 
recent AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION activity: 

(1) Filed suit on January 11, 1971 in U. S. 
District Court to bar prosecution of Arnold 
Johnson, a top national official of the 

Communist Party U.S.A. (Daily World 1/12/71) 

(2) Procured an unprecedented temporary Federal 
District Judge injunction in 1970 to stop a 
committee of the United States House of Repre- 
sentatives from publishing 70 names of Communists 
and other radicals who recently spoke on American 
campuses . 

(3) A friend of the court brief in the 1969 Angela 
Davis case in support of Angela Davis. 

(4) George Slaff , President Board of Directors 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION of ^Southern Cal- 
ifornia openly called upon the AMERICAN CIVIL 
LIBERTIES UNION to admit publicly it erred in 
expelling world famous Communist Elizabeth Gurley 
Flynn from its National Board in 1940; and to 
rescind that expulsion as "the single shameful 
episode in the otherwise distinguished history 

of the AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 11 . 
(Peoples World 12/21/68). 

Each year for many years including 1970, the AMERICAN LEGION 
national convention requests the United States Government to 
act against AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION. 

Is there an organization other than the Communist Party which 
the AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION can prove did more damage to 
the security of the United States than was done by the AMERICAN 
CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION? 

Reproduce- reprint for distribution in all states to civic leaders; 
newspaper, radio and T.V. personalities; legislators; chiefs of 
police; sheriffs, prosecutors; judges; congressmen; patriotic so- 
cieties; luncheon clubs; industrialists; trade associations; and 
veterans organizations . 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Budenz, did you know Harry F. Ward to be a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Budenz. Yes, sir. I knew Dr. Ward very well and over a great 
number of years. 

Mr, MoRRrs. Would you tell us the circumstances that enabled you 
to conclude that he was a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Budenz. Dr. Ward has been active in a great number of Com- 
munist fronts, including the American League for Peace and Democ- 
racy. As a matter of fact, he was the head of that organization. In 
that connection, and also in connection with many other activities 
of Dr. Ward, he was — I won't say frequently, but not infrequently a 
visitor to the national headquarters of the Communist Party, consult* 
ing with members of the'Politburo, sometimesin my presence 

Senator Ferguson. A consultant in your presence? 

Mr. Budenz. 'Consulting them in my presence. 

Senator Ferguson. Thank you. 

Mr. Budenz. I also know, from conversations with Dr. Ward per- 
sonally, of his Communist affiliation. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Harry F. Ward's name will be turn- 
ing up in forthcoming testimony, and it is for that reason that we 
had Mr. Budenz identify him as a member of the Communist Party 
while he is here today. 



TUESDAY. SjBPTBKBBB fi, 1©3» 

House op Representatives, 
Special Committee to Investigate 

Un-American Activities, 

Washington, D. C. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Martin Dies (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order. 
Who is the witness this morning, Mr. Whitley? 
Mr. Whitley. Mr. Earl Browder. 

TESTIMONY OF EARL RUSSELL BROWDER, SECRETARY OP THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY OP THE UNITED STATES 

1482 

Mr. Browner. Transmission l>elts refer entirely (o the. Couumm- 
ist*' approach to the problems of reaching the masses. Transmission 
belt* mean having Communists work among the. masses in the various 
organizations. If you say that the leaders of (he organizations are 
transmission l>elts that makes it senseless. 

Mr. Thomas. As I understand it. some of those organizations are 
the Workers Alliance of America. The American league for Pence 



UN-AMERICAN PROPAGANDA ACTIVITIES 4483 

and Democracy, and the American Youth Congress.. Those are threw 
mentioned here this afternoon. t m . 

I also want to know whether these organizations can be included :v 
The International Congress of American Democracies. That is one. 
Is it all right to include that? 

* Mr. Browder. I am not familiar with that particular name, if 
you will name the various organizations, I Vill tell you. 

Mr. Thomas. There is the International Congress of American 
Democracies. . _ , 

Mr Browder. I am not familiar with the name. I would sav 
there'have been those along this line, that could go under that head. 

Mr. Thomas. How about the National Lawyers' Guild? 

Mr. Browder. Yes; they are one of the organizations. 

Mr. Thomas. And the American Students Union? 

Mr. Browder. Yes - - 

Mr. Thomas. And the National Negro Congress? 

Mr. Browder. Yes. „ 

Mr. Thomas. And the World Youth Congress? 

Mr. Browder. Yes. _ _ __ ... . 

Mr. Thomas. And the Southern Conference for Human Welfare* 

Mr. Browder. Yes. 

Mr. Thomas. And the Negro Youth Congress. 

Mr. Browder. Yes. _ _ , t , ... 

Mr. Thomas. And the Consumers' National Federation? 

Mr. Browder. Yes. . . 

Mr. Thomas. And the American Civil Liberties Union? 
Mr. Browder. Yes. 
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My memorandum to you 12-16-70 advised that SA Ponder \ t> 
would give deposition on 12-17-70 in accordance with a subpoena issued 
in behalf of th e^American Civil Libej^^TJfoion (AHT.TT), which is assisting X 
the | lin their suit to have the Los Angeles Police Department 
record of | |expunged from FBI Ide^icationJDivision files 



'9 
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12:05 p.m. 



and[ 



The deposition was given on 
Present were Noah Menard, 



United States Attorney 
Hoover Reporting Company, Inc. 



TjOT recorded b7c 
12-17-70 fr%m 10:00 a.m. t£ 



...attorneys^fjog^AC |LUj .Assistant* 
and a court reporter from the 



It was obvious that the questions were X". 
designed to fully develop observations appearing in the decision of the • ' 
United States Court of Appeals in remanding this case for trial; namely - < 
(1) information in FBI Ident files may impose hardship on individuals 
seeking employment; (2) the part played by the FBI in acquiring such 
records; (3) whether or not the FBI seeks information concerning an 
arrest and disposition other than that appearing on fingerprint card; 
(4) policy for expunging arrest records; and (5) dissemination policies. 

Included among the many questions presented by ACLU 
attorneys were those pertaining to number of fingerprint receipts, 
number of contributors, who qualifies as a contributor, policy in handling 
citizen inquiries relative to their identification records, policies on the 
handling of incidents regarding misuse of identification records, procedures 
in determining whether contributors are bona fide, is information re- 
ceived and disseminated by computer, whether there is any information 
<in NCIC files that also appears in Ident files and the handling of dispositions. 
•They also attempted to get into Project SEARCH based on newspaper article 
jappearing in the 12-17-70 edition of the Washington Post r-ef erring, to the— 
iAttorney General's decision for the FBI to maintain the Cent— 1 v ~^" 



ft/qt? 422867' 

g^. jpJ^-^Mj.Watper (Attention: Mr. Dalbey) 



BEP:ed y 
(6) / 



'""SEI^DIR. 




CONTINUED - OVER 



Mem orandum to Mr. Whiter.*? 
RE: 



AMD JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
IDENTIFICATION MATTER 
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Assistant United States Attorney [ 
questions based on the fact that they were irrelevant. 



objected to Project SEARCH 



Advised that a transcript of the testimony 



would be forwarded to the Bureau for review prior to submission to* 
the court. He stated it will now be necessary for him to take d< 
from the. T i ns Anp-p les Police Department officers who arrestee | 
and froml Ihimself. The purpose of thes e depositions is to show 



that 
that 




s 
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.was arrested with probable cause. , ... 

would not be available for deposition until at least 1-20-71, 



advised 



ACTION: 



For record. You will be advised of further developments. 
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' DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 
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date: 



2/11/71 



(100-11224) (tfjf 



from SAC ^ RICHMOND 

suBjEGT:^-p IVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
^AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OP POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OP DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION PILE NUMBER 30070R 
IS - MISCELLANEOUS 



On 2/8/71, AUSA 



EDVA, Richmond, 



Va., advised that testimony was heard in this matter before 
Judge WALTER E. HOFFMAN on 2/4/71* 

Judge HOFFMAN requested that written briefs be 
prepared by the plaintiff thirty days after receipt of the 
trial transcript and that the defendant have twenty days 
to respond after receipt of the plaintiff's brief. The 
plaintiffs are to file respondent briefs ten days after 
receipt of defendant's brief. Upon completion of the 
filing of the above mentioned briefs a date will be set 
for all arguments at Norfolk, Virginia, but, at. nrpspnt 

there is no set date for such arguments and 

estimates that it is doubtful that this date will be 



set 



for any time before the middle of Summer, 1971* 



stated that Judge HOFFMAN has not 
handed down a decision in this matter but it was indicated 
by remarks made by HOFFMAN that he would not grant the 
plaintiff 1 s request for an injunction prohibiting photo- 
graphic surveillance of demonstrators by the Richmond PD, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
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SUBJECT: 
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Walters 
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AND JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
SUBPOENA IN CIVIL ACTION 
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Reference is made to my memorandum to you dated 2-11-71 
advising receipt of subpoena from the American Civil Liberties Union -(A C LU) 
requesting Bureau representative to furnish deposition concerning acquisition, 
maintenance and dissemination policies of the FBI with respect to arrest data. 
The date of 2-16-71 sp ecified in the su bpoena, was, not suitable for Assistant 

J who is h andling case, and he requested 

brought suit 



United States Attorney [ 

a postponement until 2-19-71. You will recall_ 

in the United States District Court, Washington, D. C. , to have the record of 
his arrest by the Los Angel es Police Department expunged from FBI files. The 
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\s 
f\ 

v 



ACLU is assisting 



in this matter. 



1 office of 


1 ot 




J; reporter. 


p 



On 2-1 9-71 Special Agent Ponder gave requested depositi on in the 



Other individuals present were 
_ACLU attorney, 



plaintiff; 



. and a court 

Jasked innumerable questions from prepared material 



j Ponder' s deposition J_ 



At the conclusi on of 
took a deposition from the plaintiff. 



i b6 



[dwelt on the circumstances surrounding plaintiff T s arrest designed to show that 
brobable cause did exist in connection with his arrest by the Los Angeles Police 
{Department. 



ompleted by 3-2-71, 



advised that a ll discovery actions in this case must be 



lo 

Son 2-26-71 from the police offic ers who arres te 



with the Department of Justice. 



jthe United States Attorney's Office in Los Angeles. 



indicated th at ACLU w ould be taking depositions 

if this could be arrangedb6 
a-ndled in b7c 

1971 



thought mat this~eoul 



S2 



ACTION: For record. You will be advised of further develogmenj 

CI-/?* -> 

1 - Mr. Dalbey \fi 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION, 
* FEB 10 1971 

NR002 DL PLAIN TELEOCPJ^^ 
12:05 PM URGENT 2-10-71 KJH 

TO DIRECTOR ATT DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

FROM DALLAS (100 -NEW) 2P 




Nr. Totem 

Mr. Suaivan— «. 
Mr. Mohr.. — a& 

Mr. CVafter J£L 

Mr. Onrnd 

Mr. y — - . 

Mr. F-lt 

Mr. On* * 

Mr. R*^f*n 

Mr. TVv 1 „ — 

Mr. Walters 

Mr. J i _ 

Tele* Boom 

Miss Holmes — 
Miss Gaudy 



American civil libertiesjjni^ to sponsor rV-y in protest of mM/{^ 

. - ... ^t- n at a r*> t T Mr» TA M A D1 TMfiTHM i ¥ jM^J^ j 

X 



LAOS INVASION, UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT ARLINGTON, ARLINGTON, \}/, 
TEXAS, FEB • TEN, NINETEEN SEVENTY ONE, IS - MISCELLANEOUS 
(STAG-VIDEM) • 00:DALLAS. - , 




_:^0N FEB. TEN, INSTANT, A CONFIDENTIAL SOURCE WHO HAS 
FURNISHED RELIABLE INFO IN THE PAST, ADVISED THAT THE STUDENT 
CHAPTER OF THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, UNIVERSITY OF 
TEXAS AT ARLINGTON (UTA), HAS RECEIVED A CAMPUS PERMIT TO STAGE 
A RALLY ON THE MALL AT UTA STUDENT UNION BUILDING AT NOON, FEB. 
TEN, INSTANT, IN PROTEST OF LAOS INVASION. SOURCE ADVISED 
CAMPUS APPEARS CALM AND ANTICIPATES NO DIFFICULTIES. 
END PAGE ONE ...» 
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PAGE TWO 



ON FEB. TEN , INSTANT, THE FOLLOWING LOCAL AGENCIES 
WERE CONTACTED AND ADVISED : 

ARLINGTON, TEXAS PD; TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY; 
TARRANT COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE, ONE TWELTH MILITARY INTELL- 
IGENCE GROUP; U. S. SECRET SERVICE; USA, NDT, ALL FORT WORTH, 
TEXAS; AND OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATION, FORT WORTH, 
TEXAS; AND NAVAL INVESTIGATIVE SERVICE OFFICE, DALLAS, TEXAS. 



ADMINISTRATIVE 

CONFIDENTIAL SOURCE IS 
SOURCE - PROTECT, 



ESTABLISHED 
UNIVERSITY OF 



b7D 



TEXAS AT ARLINGTON, TEXAS, BY REQUEST. 

DALLAS MAINTAINING CONTACT WITH SOURCE. LHM TO FOLLOW. 



END 
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Via AIRTEL 



F B I 
Date . 3/24/71 

PLAINTEXT 



(Type in plaintext or code) 

AIRMAIL 



(Priority) 






TO: DIRECTOR, FBI lO'* 

(Attention Research Section, Domestic Intelligence „„, 
V Division) '.' t */ 

FROM: £AC, SPRINGFIELD ( 10 °- ) (P) 5'' "I 

SUBJECT: AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

"PROJECT ON POLITICAL SURVEILLANCE" 
IS - MISCELLANEOUS O .*• 

^Enclosed to the Bureau are two copies of a letter 
from the^&merican Civil Liberties Union Foundation, Incorporated, 
(ACLU), Yale Law School, New Haven, Connecticut, dated 1/71. 
Two copies are" furnished" to Chicago, New Haven, and New York. 

The enclosed letter indicates the ACLU is sponsoring 
a tv/o year study of political surveillance in the United States. 
The project is developing facts and documentation about 
surveillance practices, including physical & uxveillance, 
wiretapping, informers, photography, and related techniques 
for obtaining information concerning political dissenters, and 
includes as one phase of project a survey of college campuses. 
The letter, which is directed to the editor, requests answers 
to several questions and also solicits documents and stories from 
college newspapers. It requests other sources be suggested for 
contact to develop this information. It is of interest to the 
Bureau to note that the ACLU desires to know who is engaged in 
surveillance practices, and in this regard specifically mentions 
the FBI. 



basis by H 
3/22/71. U 
Quincy, 



The enclose* 



3 



letter was furnished on a confidential 
a retired Special Agent of the FBI, on 
i is Business Manager, Quincy College. 

1 - Chicago (Ends. 2) (info) (RM) 
1 - New Haven (Ends. 2) (info) (RM) 
1 - New York (Ends. 2) (info) (RM) xi 
4 - Springfield (2 - 100- ) (ACLU) tfcl*> £k 

(1 - 100-11561) (ACLU, Peoria, Illinois) « „ « A 
(1 - 100-12091) (ACLU* Bloomingtori-Norma3L( v 0t i* 

Illinois. . .. " . V T' ■< 



« MAR 27 1971 




EHD/DTS/lafo 



Special Agent in Charge 



Sent 



/ M Per i£ V ' 

U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFWCE ; 1969 O - 346-090 (11) 



/ 
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SI 100 



It is suggested that if this project is taken 
seriously by other recipients on college campuses, the 
ACLU could be the recipient of college and local newspapers 
rehashing past allegations of informers compromising the 
political activities of students and faculty. 

Above information and attached letter is being 
furnished to the Bureau for information purposes and the 
Springfield Division is alert for any information regarding 
this ACLU project and any further developments or information 
will be forwarded promptly to the Bureau. 
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Dear Editor; 



The' ACLU is sponsoring a two year study of political surveillance in 
the United States, This surveillance project is developing facts and 
documentation about survei I lance practices, including physical surveillance, 
wiretapping, -informers, photography 'and related techniques for obtaining 
information about the pol iticaT activities of dissenters. 

One important phase of this'study is a survey of the college campuses 
to determine the extent of these practices in American colleges and un- 
iversities, . Since many of these practices are clandestine, it is fre- 
quently difficult to obtain accurate data. Could you supply the project 
with answers to the following questions and wherever possible with relevant 
documents and stories .from college newspapers. If any other individuals 
or groups are in a better position than you to answer this questionnaire 
please turn it over to them. If you could suggest other sources which 
might be contacted for their responses, we would appreciate it* 

1. Is political surveillance practiced on your campus? - 

2. If so, what forms does such surveillance take? (see above for illus- 
trative' survei Nance practices). 

* *■ 

3. What institutions engage in such surveillance practices: campus secur- 
ity pol ice, 1 urban intelligence units, state pol ice, FBI, other. 



*4.. H^s the faculty become a target of surveillance? If so, in what 
respects? 



5, 



If there is evidence of student informers on campus how prevalent . , 
is this practice? 

* a. Are there cases in which employees or agents of surveillance 
units, -federal or local, have infiltrated the campus under 
■student, faculty or administration cover. 

b. Is there any evidence that students, former students or drop- 
outs hake been recruited as informers to infiltrate campus groups? 



c. 



d. 



Are there cases in which such informers or infiltrators have 
engaged in or been charged with provocation? 



/ 



What is the position of the university administration with / 
respect to such practices? Has the administration furnished 
cover to infiltrators? Is there any evidence that administrative 
personnel engage in political surveillance? / 



6. We have received many complaints about the political surveillance 
activities of campus security police* Does the security police 
on your campus engage in such activities? 

7, Is narcotics enforcement used as a cover for political sur- 
veillance or harassment? 

All responses will be kept confidential if you so request. k 

... ' 418018 

\ ' Cordially yours. 

Frank J • Donner 
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April 23, 1971 



REG 83 



/ ^ 
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Bremerton, Washington 08310 
Bear 
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I received year thoughtful letter of April 15th 
and am indeed appreciative of your support. Your comments 
are most encouraging and mean a great deal to me* 

In answer to your inquiry, we have no liter- 
ature regarding the American Civil Liberties Union which we 
can send you and information in FBI files must be maintained 
as confidential pursuant to regulations of the Department of 
Justice* I regret I am unable to be of assistance in this 
instance. 

Sincerely yours, 

J - Bflsar Hoover 



MAILED 24 

APR 2 6 1971 
SL El 



:f 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. 



Tolson . 

Sullivan 
Mohr — 

Bishop 

Brcnnan, C 
Callahan _ 

Casper . „ 

Conrad 
Dalbey ™ — _____ 

Felt .____„ 

Gale „ 

Rosen . . .. . 

Tavcl _. ... 

Walters ^ 

Soyars ________ _ / 

(Sandy 
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April 15, 1971 
Bremerton, Wa. 



J. Edgar Hoover 

Fed. Bu of Investigation 

Washington, D, C. 



Mr. Tolson . 
r Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Mohr 
' Mr. Bish< 
Mr. Brennai 
Mr. Callahan. 
Mr. Casper _ 
Mr. Conrad _ 
Mr. Dalbey _ 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Walters _ 

Mr. Soyars 

Tele. Room - 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy_ 




Dear Mr* Hoover: 

I am a long admirer of yours and find myself 
even more so now* Please don f t retire and please 
don|t let them belittle you without a fight* 

Is there any literature that you can release 
on the American Civil Liberties Union? (A*C,L.U.) 



7 



Sincerely 
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b7C 



Bremerton, Wa 
r 98310 



copy:ljc 



V 




9 V 



- - 




_ * 






Mr, Tolson. 



Mr. Sullivan | 

Mr, Mohr — 
Mr, Bishop..- 
Mr,BrannanCD_ | 
Mr, Callaha 
Mr, Caspar — 
Mr, Conrad,.-. 

Mr, DaVjjy 

Mr, Felt 

Mr. Gaio 

Mr. Eosen 

Mr. Tavd 

Mr, Walters^ 

Mr, Sfty&rs. 

Tele, Room 



Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy 





ft 



4 



April 29, 1971 



m£-34 





NewYosk, New York 10021 



Dear 



"0 ,'-^7> 



b6 
b7C 

I 



Your letter of April 21st and enclosures 
have been received and I thank you for your thoughtful* 
ness. I am indeed grateful for your support and hope my 
future endeavors continue to merit your confidence* • 

Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. Correspondent 
enclosed literature put out by the American Civil Liberties Union. 

DCL:llk (3) 
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Casper . 
Conrad » 
Dalbey . 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen _ 
Tavel _ 



MAILED 21 

APR 3 01871 

_ FBI 



58MAY121971 



Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



0*1 



_ jjj mah RqpMflp* • tBi|etype unit I I 




From the desk of 



Gentlemen - 



b6 
b7C 



4-21-71 




Mr. 

Mr. Callahan 
Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Dalbey 
Mr. Felt _ 
Mr. Gale _ 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Tavel 
Mr. Walters 
Mr. Soyars 
Tele. Room 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy 



The enclosed for your info* 

If this outfit has a tax exempt status - J y(A 
I wonder why, 0 



You are very much appreciated. Don't lose heart - 
or faith - 



•b6 
b7C 



'Npw Ynrlr Wpw, YorkHT)021 



copy: cvs 




"Pioftt-UiefMof 




9 to^m-J^ odL, . 
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ENCLOSURE 



b6 
b7C 



! "j. C' i ■ 
Tit. i' a 

3Ir. Walters _ 

Tele*. P'>om 

Miss Gundy 
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84 FIFTH AVENUE, 



NeimMorh 

Liberties 
Union 

The New York Branch of the American Civil Liberties Union 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10011 





Dear Fellow New Yorker: 

* At New York colleges, army intelligence agents pose as students to 
compile dossiers on teachers. In Illinois, army agents maintain 
dossiers on elected public officials, including Adlai Stevenson III. 

* In New York, a state training school keeps a 13 year old girl in 
solitary confinement indefinitely, in a 5' x 8 ! stone-walled room, 
without furniture or fresh air. 

* On Long Island, the District Attorney says he will prosecute anyone 
wearing a "button displaying a peace symbol on the American flag. 

What can you do? 

You can join the ACLU. By doing so, you will help bring such flagrant vio- 
lations oFTawTefore the courts and encourage legislative action to combat 
these threats to liberty. 

Due to our efforts, a federal court order stopped the Long Island District 
Attorney from prosecuting people for wearing peace buttons. Another 
federal court order obtained by the NYCHJ stopped state training schools 
from keeping children in solitary confinement. And the ACLU has started 
lawsuits to stop army surveillance of citizens. 

We can be effective in resisting threats to individual liberty, but our re- 
sources are sorely strained. We need your help. 

Virtually all our support comes from individual membership contributions. 
(27,000 people already belong in New York, 150,000 nationwide.) Please 
use the postpaid envelope above to join NYCLU-ACLU now. I hope you will 
join with a contribution of $15, $25 or more, but join with whatever you 
can. 

Now is not the time to stand aside from the fight to maintain individual 
liberties. If the ACLU isn ! t able to help, who else will? 



, who else 
„ v. / . / -/35X.Sin=erely, 

4228^ SNCLOSUKu — ^r^Bs^ 



Executive Director 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS: Sheldon AcMw.Cft.femg • Faith A. Siedenberg Ha^ - Newell G A^ford.Jr., 

Secretary . Maxwell Dane, Treasurer . Herman Brown Helen I !:- s B ^ttner • John DeWItt Gregory . Benjamin Greshin .Jeremiah 

V^t^^SSS^ fct^/cMh^ SnJUartz . Jerome Seide. . Dona.d Shaffer . .van 

Shapiro . Robert M. Stein . Nancy Wechsler . Martin Weinraub • Marvin Zevin 



FROM 



r 



EW YORK NY 10021 



b6 
b7C 



Please note any changes in name, address, or ZIP code number. 152 



BUSINESS REPLY MAIL 

No postage stamp necessary if mailed in the United States 



postage will be paid by 

NEW YORK CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

84 FIFTH AVENUE Room 300 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10011 



FIRST CLASS 
PERMIT NO. 23247 
NEW YORK, N. Y; 



"It is difficult to appreciate how far our freedoms might 
have eroded had it not been for the American Civil 
Liberties Union's valiant representation in the courts of 
the constitutional rights of people of all persuasions, no 
matter how unpopular or even despised by the majority 
they were at the time." 

— EARL WARREN, 1970 



SPONSORING MEMBERSHIP $100-$500 and up 

COOPERATING MEMBERSHIP $50 MR. AND MRS. MEMBERSHIP $15 

SUSTAINING MEMBERSHIP $25 BASIC MEMBERSHIP $10 

STUDENT and LIMITED INCOME MEMBERSHIP $5 

By joining NYCLU-ACLU, you will receive both the NYCLU's monthly paper Civil 
Liberties in New York and the national ACLU's publication. 



I enclose $ as my membership contribution to the work of the 

NYCLU and ACLU. 



Mate your check payable to NYCLU. 

ETERNAL VIGILANCE IS THE PRICE OF LIBERTY! 



Your name-and address already appear on the flap of this envelope, 
which requires no postage or addressing- Mail it today, please! 



/ 



Tolson _ 
Sullivan . 
Mohr 



May 12, 1971 




Youngstown, Ohio 44504 
Dear 



b6 
b7C 



In reply to your letter of May 7th, information in 
our files must be maintained as confidential in accordance with 
regulations of the Department of Justice. I regret I cannot be of 
assistance to you. 

Sincerely yours, 



TWUED, 10 

MAY 1 2 1971 

' FBI 



J. Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



NOTE: There is no record of correspondent in Bufiles. 
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j b7C 

Youngstown, Ohio 

44504 

May 7, 1971 

Dear Sir, 

If possible could you ptease send me any information 
of the origin, purpose and goals of thMlWerican Civil LibertiesJJnion> 
I can not help beleiviig this group has a motive which is not in accord 
with our freedoms and Democracy* 

Any information you can offer will be greatly appreciated. 



| b6 

b7C 
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* 




June 9, 1971 



Waco, Texas 76703 



Dear 



7— 



b6 
b7C 



I received your note, with enclosure, on June 4th. 
Your interest in sending me a copy of your communication to the 
American Civil Liberties Union is appreciated and I want to thank 
you for furnishing me your views. 

Sincerely yours, 

•F. Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 

>-<? iNOTE: Bufiles contain no derogatory information regarding correspondent. 
/ 
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FROM: 



TO: 
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771* > 7^n^> 



J 



7^1 ^tri4/l ^t^k^J^ 
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tOUftWORlOOfPROTCCTION 





TEXAS EMPLOYERS' INSURANCE ASSOCIATION 

TEXAS' LARGEST WRITER OF WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 

EMPLOYERS INSURANCE OP TEXAS: Texas Employers' 
Insurance Association, Employers Casualty Company, Employers National Life 
Insurance Company, Employers National Insurance Company. 



For your interest I believe-- 
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Waco, Texts 7670S 



6/- /96-W 
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June' 3, 1971 



o 

American Civil Liberties Union 

156 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10010 

Gentlemen: „ ^ 

I have today received your circular invitation to member- 
ship, and hasten to reply that I would have no association 
with you whatever, under any circumstances. I have observed 
your activities and leadership for a number of years * and 
to me, and many' others like me, your proclaimed defense of 
liberty has more frequently been a defense of license,, 

You claim to bespeak thousands of law-abiding citizens who 
are being plagued by Fedetal espionage and government surveil- 
lance. The actual facts are that the "average law-abiding man 
on the street today has no fear of such things. Instead, 
it is more frequently the avowed enemies of* our American 
traditions including liberty who have l^een aided and^ ' 
abetted by your organization, and a few others similar to it; 
Believe me, most of us are not afraid of losing our American 
liberties and privileges to the F.B.I. , or the C.I. A.; but 
we know that we definitely are goir^g to lose them if this d \ 
anarchistic element has its way; Lord Macaulay was indeed ' i 
wise when he predicted, over a century ago, that America 
would never be conquered by foreign force, but quite likely 
could be destrbyed by corrosive forces from within. A 
large percentage of your organization^ "contributions" to y 
our society has. gone to the aid and comfort of these real *\ 
enemies of our liberty* 

Yours sincerely « 



RNC:vr 
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ENCLOSURE 6/-./^ 



TO 



FROM 



sipm 



OPTIONAL fOUM KO. 10 
MAY f COITION 
OSA OKN. «CO. NO. 27 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Mekiorandum 



Mr. C. D. Brenn 



A. W. Gray 




1 

X 




u« tit 

Mr • w . 


c. 


Sullivan 


1 




Mr. J. 


p. 


Mohr 


1 




Mr . T . 


E.- 


Bishop 


X 




Mr. C. 


D. 


Brennan 




date: May 


27, 


1971 


1 




Mr. R. 


L. 


Shackelford 


1 




Mr. A. 


W. 


Gray 


1 




Miss A. 


M. 


Butler 


1 




Mr. R. 


C. 


Putnam 



Tolson 
Sull 



ivai . 

> Brennan, CD. ttbf 



sijBmcT.- TESTIMONY - SENATE INTERNAL SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE 




Brennan, C.D. 

Callahan 

Cnspor 

Conrad 

Dal bey 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 

Tavel 

Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gaudy 



PURPOSE : To report review of testimony before Senate Internal 



jecurity Subcommittee (SISS) by Melvin L. .Wulf, LegaT Director, 
^ American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) . \S 

BACKGROUND: Memorandum T. E. Bishop to Mr. Mohr 5/14/71 enclosed <J 
volume of testimony before SISS by Melvin L. Wulf , Legal Director, x 
ACLU, 5/11/71, in Executive Session. Testimony is marked 
"Confidential." 



<5v 



Senator James Eastland (Democrat-Mississippi) has 
introduced six bills designed to "restore efficacy and enforce- 
ability" to the Internal Security. Act of 1950. When passed, 
this Act set up the Subversive Activities Control Board to hold 
hearings to determine organizations which were communist action 
organizations under the domination and control of the foreign 
power which controls the world communist movement. If the Board 
found the organizations to be communist action organizations, 
they had to register with the Attorney General and the Act set 
forth fines for noncompliance. If the organizations refused to 
register, the law required individual members to register or be 
fined or jailed. Other provisions prohibited members of such 
organizations from working in defense plants or using U. S. 
passports. . Court decision invalidated these provisions on 
Constitutional grounds. All the Subversive Activities Control 
Board. can do now is to hold hearings to determine if an organi- 
zation is a communist front. If so found, the Subversive 
Activities Control Board places organizations name in a public 
register. There are no criminal sanctions. 

I Wulf, as Le'gal Director of the ACLU, opposed passage 

of the proposed laws which are basically aimed to force a 
crackdown on subversive activities. Wulf argued that Americans 

[have the Constitutional right to advocate the overt 
Government under the First Amendment to the Constitu' 
went so far as to state that the First Amendment?gua v 

RCP :mkl . \ V ~~ 

(9) r0 3^ ym'M 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D, Brennan 

Re; Testimony - Senate Internal Security Subcommittee 



freedom of speech permitting anyone to advocate anything 
whether it be murder or violent overthrow of the Government. 
He agreed that no one has the Constitutional right to overthrow 
the Government but drew a distinction between advocating such 
conduct and engaging in an overt act. He believes that the 
proposed bills are designed to muzzle Americans, to forbid 
political beliefs and associations, and to threaten some 
Americans solely because of their beliefs and associations. 

Wulf has been critical of the Director in the past 
and has been critical of the FBI's investigation in the 
internal security field. His comments and testimony could have 
been predicted based on his past activities. He has not been 
investigated by the Bureau. 

ACTION: For information. 
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TO 



OPTIONA^FORM NO. 10 
MAY \96i COITION 
OSK GCN. no. NO. 17 



ft 



5010-106 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT * 

Mjztnorandum 



Mr. Mohr 




from : T. E. Bis! 



subject: TESTIMONY - SENATE INTERNAL 
SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE 



DATE: 5/14/71 



Tolson _ 
Sullivan . 
Mohr 



Bishop 

Brcnnan, CD. 

Callahan 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dal boy 

Felt 

Cale 

Rosen 

Tavel 



Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 
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The following volume of testimony has been received from 

the SISS: 

Volume 1, May 11, 1971 - Executive Session - 
Confidential 

Testimony of: 

Melvin L. Wulf, Legal Director 
American Civil Liberties Union 



A copy of the testimony is being sent to the Domestic . 
Intelligence Division for appropriate review. The original testimony has 
been returned to the SISS. 



1 - Mr. Bishop 
1 - Mr. Sizoo 

1 - Miss Butler, 712 9th & D (enclosure) 
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TO; Dir.r^TOR 52-94526 
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P: ,1 OFL PHI A 52-7165 
.^ H> »i :^-6636 P FOUR PAGES 



Mb 



MSDOURG. 



RE PHILADELPHIA TELETYPE DATED MAY ONE LAST (NITEL 



,0 



..I 



SENT EIGHT TWELVE PM) AND BOSTON AIRTELS MAY FOUR SEVENTYONE. ( , 

bo »*TTr^» v 

v b?c , 




DAILY SUMMARY OF COVERAGE OF RESIST 
ON MAY THREE SEVENTYONE, 
RESIDENCE AND OFFICE SPACE AT 



RESIST HEADQUARTERS o ADVISED THAT THE 



RESIST OFFICE RECEIVES A LARGE VOLUME OF MAIL. HE SAID TH'AJ 
ON OCCASIONS HE HAS VIEWED THE OPENING OF THE RESIST 
DOORS 9 MAIL WAS STREWN ALL OVER THE FLOOR. 
ON SOME OCCASIONS THE MAILINGS y 
FROM THE OFFICE OF RESIST CONSIST OF BAGS AND BAGS OF LETTERS. 
THREE FEMALES REGULARLY IN ATTENDANCE AT RESIST ARE 

AND A REGULAR MALE IS I I A PRIOR REGULAR* NOW 

uy *> */ *kcy 



GONE TO CHICAGO IS 



THE ABOVE IS UNDOUBTEDLY 

A 



AND 



INFORMATION RECEIVED THIS DATE FROM 



( SUBMITTED IN RE BOSTON AIRTELS) INCLUDE MINUTES 

MMTTTEE MEET IN 



OF THE RESIST STEERING COMf 



END P^E ONE 

54JUN1 1971" 
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:NG HELD IN BALTIMORE 



BS 52-6636 
PAGE TWO 

ON APRIL TWENTYFIVE LAST. ALSO THE INFORMATION REGARDING THE 
NEXT STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING IN NEW YORK CITY ON MAY 

TWENTY NIKE SEVENTYONS. 

A REVIEW OF INFORMATION RECEIVED FROM ABOVE SOURCE THIS y 
DATE SHOWS THE FOLLOWING HIGHLIGHTS 2 ONE© | 

WAS HIRED BY RESIST ON A FULL TIME BASIS AND IS WORKING bic o\ 

i r > 

ON THE SPRING FUND DRIVE MASS MAILING© TWO© I I 

MAY RETURU TO WORK AT THE RESIST STAFF. THREE. RESIST IS 
DISTRIBUTING A " MOVEMENT SECURITY KIT" (FOR 
PURPOSES OF ORGANIZING AGAINST FBI/POLICE HARASSMENT). FOUR. 
HANDWRITTEN NOTATION "RESIST HAS, TO DATE, RECEIVED FIVE PACKETS 
FROM ANONYMOUS SOURCE". FIVE. MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE 
MEETING OF 

MARCH TWENTY NINE SEVENTY. SIX. RESIST NEWS LETTER DATED 
APRIL SEVENTYONE, STATED THAT A MARCH TWENTYFIVE SEVENTYONE 
RESIST NEWS LETTER REPRINTED DQUCMENTS "TAKEN FROM THE MEDIA, 
PA ? OFFICE OF THE FBI.WE RECEIVED COPIES OF THESE FILES FROM 

a:; anonymous source and after lengthly discussion thought 

IT KVPErfATIVE THAT THEY BE RELEASED TO SELECTED REPORTERS 

e;.d page tv;o 



422840 
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BS 5C~G<S3<S 

page three: 

AND TO OUR NEWSLETTER READERS. SEVEN. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS OF 
APRIL TWEOTYTWO SEVENTYONE, (APPARENTLY RUN OFF ON MEMEO OVER 
ANOTHER RESIST STATEMENT) STATING "RESIST DISSEMINATED XEROX 

COPIES TO OVER THIRTY REPORTERS". EIGHT. 

APPARENT RESIST ROUGH DRAFT OF LETTER DATED "MAY SEVENTYONE" 



STATING IN ITS FINAL FORM I I WAS SUBPOENAED BECAUSE b6 



RESIST DISSEMINATED XEROX FBI FILES THAT WE RECEIVED FROM A 
GROUP CALLING ITSELF THE CITIZENS COMMISSION TO INVESTIGATE 
THE FBI. THE DOCUMENTS WE DISTRIBUTED TO OVER THIRTY 
JOURNALISTS AROUND THE COUNTRY." 

PAGE THREE OF THE MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING 
OF APRIL TWENTYFIVE SEVENTYONE, STATES "RESIST HAS NOT 
TAPPED I.CTO LIBERAL GROUPS WHICH ARE IN A FLURRY ABOUT THE 
EXPC^.. OF THE FBI. NO COGNENT POLITICAL DEVELOPMENT IS COMING OUT 
OF T.iiS UHOLE ISSUE. RESIST SHOULD HOLD OK ISSUING A 
STATELY ADVOCATING LOCAL CITIZENS COMMISSIONS/ UNTIL 
NATIONAL ACLU MAKES A MORE POSITIVE MOVE. AT THAT TIME BOTH 
RESIST AND ACLU CAN ISSUE A JOINT STATEMENT" . 
END PAGE THREE 
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BS 52-6636 
PAGE FOUR 

ATTACHED TO THE ABOVE MINUTES IS A "UP DATED ADDRESS LIST 
SHOWING NAMES, ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS OF TWENTYNINE 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS „ 

THE STEERING COMMITTEE MINUTES STATE THAT "IN THE FUTURE, 
THE STAFF WILL SEND COPIES OF PACKETS RECEIVED TO STEERING 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS FOR DISTRIBUTION IN THEIR 
CITIES TO OTHER RESIST PEOPLEo" 

ALL THE ABOVE DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO LABORATORY,, 
REVIEW OF THE INFORMATION FROM SOURCE INDICATES THAT 
RESIST CLAIMS A MONTHLY MEMBERSHIP MAILING OF THIRTY THOUSAND 
TO FORTY THOUSAND. THIS FACT IS BELIEVED TO B.E CONSIDERABLY 
INFLATED, HOWEVER, EVEN IF THE MAILING IS ACTUALLY ONLY HALF 
OF THIS NUMBER, THIS IS AN AMOUNT SUFFICIENTLY LARGE TO MAKE THE 
BOSTON OFFICE TASK OF DETERMINING THE NEXT MEDBRUG MAILING 
A PROHIBITIVE TASK. • 

BOSTON CONTINUES TO BE ALERT FOR ANY INDICATION 
OF ANOTHER MEDBRUG MAILING FROM RESIST* 

DISCRETE' F-I-StJRS- IN' AREA OF RESIST HEADQUARTERS BEING 
MAINTAINED BY 30ST0N ON A TWO SHIFT BASIS IN AN EFFORT 
TO IDENTIFY OFFICE EMPLOYEES 
END. 

422842 
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r Vf Art r.nar., CD 
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( Conrad 



Ro^an 



SUBJECT: MEDBURG 



date: May 11, 1971 

1 - Mr* Sullivan 

1 - Mr. Rosen 

1 - Mr. Shroder 

1 - Mr. Campbell 

1 - Mr. Schutz 1 

1 - Mr. Mohr 1 
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- Mr. CD. Brennan 

- Mr. Dalbey /, 



By memorandum ^ay 3, 1971, full facts were set forth 
re false accusations b y ^American Civil L i berties^ IM iog. (ACLU) 
Attorney 



rel ative to alleged harassment by Philadelp hia 



Agents against his client | 

convict ed drug addict, and member of Philadelphia resistance 
group. [ had complained in vnriting to SAC, Philadelphia, 

April 15, 1971, and to the Department April 16, 1971. SAC, 



1 



Philadelphia, after determining full facts replied to| | i 

false charges in writing April 30, 1971, setting the record ^ 
straight. The Department was appr ised of the true facts by letter 
May 4, 1971. A suggested reply to | ~| informing there was no «M> 
basis to his charges and no improper conduct by FBI Agents, was ^ 
furnished the Department. - *>6 



b7C 



This situation stemmed from the fact several attempts 
had been made over a five day p eriod from April 9 through April 
14, 1971, to contact 



1 
ft 



lin connection with Eastcon, Medburg.^ 

J T-rt • 1 J I 1 • 



and left wing ant i -war groups xn Philadelphia area. 

Philade lphia now in receipt of another letter, May 4, 



in which he accuses Special Agents of _ making 
wife their phone was tapped. 



1971, from 

statement to 

ordered tap removed at once and that tapes and transcriptions of 
telephone calls be supplied him. In his letter April 15, 1971, 
he had charged FBI with unlawful wire tapping. b6 



t 

pi 



Copies of 



May 4 



>*~*\ere sen t to the 
n- Pennsylvania) , 



I 



Attorney General, Senators SclEHiker ( Rep^l 
Kuskie (Democrat-Maine), and McGovern (Dexhbcrat- South Dakota), as 
x/ell as Representative Hale Boggs (Democrat jgggyaLsiana) . 



& 



SAs 



and [ 



have 



r f 

•previously submitted affidavits denying all allegations by| 

^Additxonal affidavits submitted by both denying such statement 

422843 .■ 

IS MAY U9 1971 £ 



Enclosure 



* 



Rosen to Sullivan Memorandum 
RE : MEDBURG 



ever made to 



wife. As previously reported 
is a. well-known ACLU Attorney who represents a, substant 
number of anti~war, anti -draft, and new left clients. 



.al 

He is 

frequently in attendance at rallies and demonstrations related 
to these activities. This would appear to be another incident 
of harassing tactics against the FBI with no basis whatever 
in fact, and under the circumstances, should not be dignified 
by a reply by the FBI. 



letter to the Department of April 16, 1971, 
was to the Attorney General; however, the Attorney General 
t \ turned the matter over to the Assistant Attorney General, 
I Internal Security Division, for handling and it was the 
I Internal Security Division that originally contacted the 
| Bureau relative to this situation. Our response of May 4, 
| 1971, was directed to the Internal Security Division. 

ACTION : In view of the above, there is attached for approval 
a letter to the Internal Security Division advising of the 
additional facts and suggesting the Department may desire to 
consider advising those individuals receiving copies of 
J communication (Schweiker, Muskie, McGovern, and 



Boggs) as to the true facts. 




0J& 
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June 22, 1971 



Tolson _ 
Sullivan 
Mohr _ 
Bishop 
Brennan 
Callahan 
Casper 
Conrad 
Dalbey 
Felt_ 
Gale _ 



Marysville, California 95901 



Bear 



b6 
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/ Thank you for your letter and enclosures which were 
received on June 17th. I am sorry we cannot be of assistance since 
this Bureau has no authority to prevent any organization from mailing 
its literature. I am returning the material you forwarded and, if you 
have not already done so, you may wish to write to officials of this 
organization and advise them you want your name removed from their 
mailing list. 

Sincerely yours, 
7« Edgar Hoove/ 



JUN2S1971 

— m 

Enclosures (2) 



NOTE: Bufiles contain no record identifiable with correspondent. She 

enclosed literature received from t he American Civil Liberties Un jton 
— which is well known to the Bureau. " ~ ~~" r 



EFT:kmk(3) ., 



Rosen 

Tavel 

Walters 

Soyars 

Beaver 

Tele. Room , 

Holmes 

Gandy 



• / ' 
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I '^ailroomCZD teletype unitCZI s I 
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TRUE COPY 



June 8, 1971 



Dear Mr. Hoover, 



I recently received the enclosed literature. I 
was rather disturbed and I wrote the organization a blisteringf 
letter ! In my opinion if a person has nothing to hide, he need not 
fear surveillance. I decided to send the pamphlets on to you - 
you are probably aware of the organization already, however, I 
would like to know more about it, I would like to know if there 
isn't something that can be done to prevent this type of thing. I 
resent even receiving mail from an organization such as this ! 



me regarding this organization. 



I would appreciate any information you can send 
Sincerely, 



TRUE COPY 
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Soldiers conducting a peaceful sit-down demon- 
stration to protest the fatal shooting of a fellow 
prisoner in the stockade are sentenced to 15 years 
at hard labor for "mutiny". (After protest, the 
sentences are reduced.) 



\Qossiers on the political activities of millions of 
Americans are maintained by the Army, the F.B.I., 





and otfrer governmental agencies. 

A 19 year old prisoner escapes after his com- 
plaints of sexual and other assaults result in pun- 
ishment by prison authorities for "trouble-makingl* 

But what can you do? 




In California a woman's car is confiscated by the 
police because she loaned it to her daughter who 
picked up a friend who had a marijuana cigarette. 



The Presidenl arrays himself against "forced inte- 
gration" of the suburbs, thereby undercutting the 
efforts of his own Administration's Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

A man confesses to a crime in Alabama with his 
hands tied behind his back, his legs manacled and 
his clothes removed. He is not advised of his right ' 
to counsel or to remain silent. 



You can join the American Civil Liberties Union and, thereby, add 
your voice to those of more than 150,000 of your fellow Americans who have 
made the ACLU a major force for the protection of individual rights* The 
ACLU meets today 1 s challenge to freedom head-on in the courts, in the 
legislatures, and in the arena of public policy. 

Every time a constitutional right is denied a man or woman in America, 
a chip is knocked out of the edifice of our liberties* The ACLU is involved 
in- over 500 cases, such as above, throughout the country. It doesn't matter 
how humble, eccentric, or even downright ornery the individual involved may 
be. For, as John Lilbourne said over three centuries ago, "What is done 
unto anyone, may be done unto every one. 11 

You are invited to join with us in the defense of the constitutional 
liberties of all Americans. Use the enclosed envelopes to become an ACLU 
basic member at $10 ($15 for Mr /Mrs membership). Give more if you can 
afford -ore - but Join n«. J £ C rt . . „ ! 

Help make the ACLU the force that is needed in America' 'today. J.* 

\ '?' ri ' 



0 



This letter is being mailed to outside lists in an effort to 
enlarge ACLU's membership. It is impractical to check 
such lists against our present roster, or to eliminate du- 
plicates. // you already belong, you could help the Union 
most by returning an additional contribution, or by using 
this letter to enroll a friend. 




/v. 



Afyeh Neier 
Executive Director 



NATIONAL A 



ORY COUNCIt 



During the 43 years of its 
existence the American Civil 
Liberties Union has played a 
significant role in defending 
our basic democratic free- 
doms. Your voice has always 
been raised clearly and sharply 
when our liberties have been 
threatened. America is a 
stronger nation for your un- 
compromising efforts. 

— JOHN P. KENNEDY 

During the span of years 
covered by your organization, 
the American people have 
given increased attention to 
progress in the field of civil 
rights. ... It is good to be re- 
minded that the members of 
the American Civil Liberties . 
Union and the overwhelming 
majority of my fellow citizens 
are working together in this 
field with steadfast vigor and 
understanding. 
-DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER 



Sadie Alexander (Pcnna.) 

Charles Ares (Ariz.) 

Harry S. Ashmore (Calif.) 

Clarence E. Ayres (Tex.) 

Roger N. Baldwin (N.Y.) 

Katrina Barnes (N.Y.) 

Alan ttarth (D.C) 

Catherine Drinker Bowcn (Pcnna.) 

Pearl S. Buck (Pcnna.) 

Robert K. Carr (Ohio) 

Allan Knight Chalmers (Maine) 

Stuart Chase (Conn.) 

Henry Steele Commafier (Mass.) 

Edward U. Condon (Colo.) 

John Conyers (Mich.) 

Albert Spraguc Coolidgc (Mass.) 

Giovanni Costipjan (Wash.) 

Vern Countryman (Mass.) 

George S. Counts (III.) 

Irving Dilliard (N.J.) 

Tames Dixon (Ohio) 

Mclvyn Douglas (N.Y.) 

Robert F. Drinan (Mass.) 

Ronnie Duggcr (Tex.) 



Alvin I. Fine (Calif.) 
Walter T. Fisher (JII.) 
Arthur Hemming (Minn.) 
Jefferson Fordham (Pa.) 
J:rich Fromm (Mexico) 
Ralph F. Fuchs (fnd.) 
Lewis Galanticre (N.Y.) 
Thomas P. Gill (Hi.) 
Frank P. Gmham (N.Y.) 
Ailcen C Hernandez (Calif.) 
FrankS. Home (N.Y.) 
Ouincy Howe (N.Y.) 
Robcrr M. Hutchins (Calif.) 
Jane Ickes (D.C.) 
Gerald W. Johnson (Md.) 
Mordccai W. Johnson (D.C.) 
Vernon Jordan. Jr. (Ga.) 
James Kerney. Jr. (N.J.) 
Benjamin H. Kizer (wash.) 
Milton R. Konvitz (N.Y.) 
William M. Kunstler (N.Y.) 
Acnes Brown Leach (N.Y.) 
Max Lcrncr (N.Y.) 
John Lofton (Pa.) 



Wesley H. M itsrer (Mich.) 
M. Maury Maverick Hex.)* 
Ilenj.tmjn Mays K/h.) 
hmii Mnz< y f Mich. J 
K.-rl Mcnningcr (Kkjs.j 
Silvan Meyer (G.».> 
J^onald R. Murphy Uowa) 
Frank C. Newman (Calif.) 
Grace Olivarez (Anz.J 
John B. Orr, Jr. (Ma.) 
James G. Pat ton (0!<io> 
Chonning Phillips (U C.) 
A. Philip Randolph » N.Y.J 
Morris Rubin (Wise, ) 
Robert Rvan (N.Y. , 
Arch it Schlesinger. Jr. (Mass.) 
fohn Sicgenthaler Clenn.) 
£du;.rd I. Sparling (III.) 
Ck( rsc R, Stewart (Calif.) 
l^sc Trias-Mongc (Puerto Rico) 
\ViSiiam L. White 'Kans.) 
Thornton Wilder (Conn.) 
Marion A. Wright CN.C.) 
Stephen J. Wright (N.Y.) 



// you join now, you will receive your ACLU member- 
ship card far 1971, a year's subscription to our newsletter, 
Civil Liberties, and your clwice of ACLU pamphlets. 



PLEASE Pull Out This Envelope— Enclose Your Contribution and Mail Today 
>^ Thank You! ^ 



mm$mw 
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Civilian and military intelligence 
agencies are spying on tens of 
thousands of law-abiding citizens — 
collecting, swapping and storing 
detailed data on their political and 
prh^J^lives. By the very act of 
snooping, these agencies caution the 
people. They warn they may 
sometime employ their force against 
individuals who lawfully use their 
freedoms of speech, conscience, 
press and assembly. The threat 
creates fear. Fear chills political 
dissent. And the chilling of dissent 
cracks the foundation of a 
democratic society, expanding the 
power of government beyond its 
lawful bounds to control its master, 
the people. The American Civil 
Liberties Union is dedicated to 
preserving the foundations of 
den^^cy. The ACLU is 
determined that the people shall 
think, speak and live freely and 
fearlessly. 



This is what 

the ACLU is doing to 

stop surveillance. 



American 
Civil Liberties 
Union 

. • . the only permanent national 
nonprofit and nonpartisan 
organization fighting every day 
of the year to uphold and protect 
your individual rights. ACLU 
is supported by membership dues 
from 150,000 concerned citizens. 
Help ACLU continue its defense 
of your civil liberties. 
Join now. 



Membership Categories 

$ 1 0 Basic / $ 1 5 Basic Mr. and Mrs. / 
$25 Supporting / $35 Sustaining / $50 
Cooperating / $100 and up Sponsoring / 
$1,000 and up Life / $5 Student and 
Limited Income 



American Civil Liberties Union 

156 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10010 



Photo by Robert Bcrgcr 
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SmveUlance: 
Is This the Law? 



JVniy Spying. ACLU branches arc arguing 
wo SuWsusK both before federal appellate 
courts, urging the destruction of the Army's 
conp':'ori T cd files on an estimated 18,000 
civilian and the halting of future spying on 
law-abiding persons the Army considers radical 
gr subversive — i.e., those who have expressed 
discontent with Administration policies. The 
Army admits it has a list of a millibn and a half 
political suspects. A national lawsuit of the 
A CUXF ounds'* mi attacks the Army's use of 
1.2^Hbents lor domestic-spying and the 
mainSance of three computerized banks of 
data on dissenters. A lawsuit of the Illinois 
ACLU attacks Army spying on 800 civilians in 
that state, including political leaders. Both suits 
seek to insure that military forces will serve, 
not supervise, a civilian-controlled government. 
Despite its promises, the Army still engages in 
spying that serves no proper military purpose. 



X oiice Dossiers. Urban "Red Squads" and their 
suburban satellites, as well as county and state 
intelligence units, maintain detailed dossiers on 
the identities, associations and activities of 
citizens and organizations they suspect of 
"radical" behavior or tendencies. Church and 
civic groups — as well as groups with political 
purposes — have been caught in the net. The 
dossiers indiscriminately mix fact, fiction, rumor 
and gossip about public and private affairs. 
Many are stored in computerized banks. Data is 
shared among intelligence agencies and is 
sometimes given to the press, employers, 
landlords and others who have power to harass 
and harm law-abiding dissenters. ACLU 
branches have instituted legal actions against 
these intelligence units in all parts of the country, 
asking destruction of the dossiers and court 
orders prohibiting police spying on lawful 
activities. 



Federal Espionage. At least 20 federal agencies 
engage in surveillance. Chief among them is the 
FBI, with some 2,000 agents investigating 
polit^^ activities. Others are the Internal 
Re'v^^fe Service; the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare (with ghetto monitoring 
units); the Secret Service; and the Civil Service 
Commission. The Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration is providing federal grants to 
state surveillance units so they can collect 
information on protestors and disseminate it 
among police agencies. The ACLU Foundation 
i.> investigating the scope of these systems, and 
the Oklahoma CLU has sued to dismantle an 
LEAA funded surveillance network operated 
by» tfe Oklahoma State government. / 



^/Wiretapping. An ACLU Foundation lawsuit, 
pending before a federal appellate court, sharply 
challenges the contention of U.S. Attorney 
General John Mitchell that the Justice 
Department and FBI, without court 
authorization, may tap the telephones of United 
States citizens whose activities they consider a 
threat to national security. The government has 
overstepped its power to stop foreign espionage 
by recording the conversations of domestic 
political dissenters. The ACLU has already won 
federal court recognition of the right of suspects 
in criminal cases to review all wiretap evidence 
that may be used against them, and courts may 
authorize police wiretapping only in strictly 
limited circumstances. 
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Key West, Florida 33040 



Dear 



July 14, 1971 



b6 
b7C 



if. 



In reply to the inquiry in your letter of July 8th, this 
Bureau is strictly an investigative agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment and, as such, neither makes evaluations nor draws conclusions 
as to the character or integrity of any organization, publication 
or individual. 

Sincerely yours, 
* w<l(t%t Hoavei? 



Tolson _ 

Felt 

Sullivan . 
Mohr 



Bishop 

Brennan, C.D. 

Callahan 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dalbey 

Gale 



Ponder _ 
Rosen _ 
Tavel _ 
Walter* 

Soyar£'V^i£ if'1 
Tele. ] 
Holmes . 
Gandy _ 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. l^f** 
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MAILED 12 

JUL 14 1971 

FBI 



* 



mailroomCZD teletype UNIT I I 
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July 8, 1971 



Mr. J#> Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D # . 

Dear Mr* Hoover: 



o 



Late in 1970 I enrolled as a member of the American .CJ^lJ^b^xties^ 
Union* 



Recently, a number of my friends have remonstrated with me, stating 
that the American Civil Liberties Union is considered by the FBI to be 
left-wing or subversive or communist-front # This has caused me considerable 
public and private distress. 

Could you please advise me whether the FBI considers the American Civil 
Liberties Union as left-wing, or subversive, or communist-front* 
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Vary sincfirftly* 
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NR007 SE PLAI/r 
10:18 PM Si/el 6/16/71 DCA 
TO DIRECTOR (174-1891) 
WFO (174-318) 
NEW YORK (174-1340) 
FROM/ SEATTLE (174-532) 



Jin - 




\ / 



/J 



^ * M , Ml 
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RE SEATTLE TELETYPE TO BUREAU, JUNE FIFTEEN LASTo 
CERTIFIED COPY OF RULING OF NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS RE 
FILED IN SEATTLE ON JUNE SIXTEEN INSTANT. RULING 
SHALL BE RELEASED UPON HER OWN RECOGNI- 
ZANCE SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS? ONE) THAT UNTIL THIS 



STATES 



\ 

i 

\ 



MATTER IS FINALLY DISPOSED^, INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF FURTHER 
PROCEEDINGS IN THE DISTRICT COURT OR BEFORE THE GRAND JURY, IF ANY, 



b6 
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SHALL NOT LEAVE THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON WITH- 



OUT THE TvRITTE'.v PERMISSION OF A UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THAT DISTRICT AND TWO) EACH OF THE INDIVIDUAL COUNSEL WHO APPEASE 



AS ATTORNEYS FOR 



ON THE PETITION FOR STAY AND RELE 



■a 



JUN 



PENDING APPEAL, SHALL' SIGN AND FILE WITH THE DISTRICT COURT A 
END PAGE ONE 



not" recorded 
i sis JUN 23 197 1 




o 



59 JUN 2 4 19$l 
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PAGE ' } 
SE 174-532 



STATEMENT WHEREBY EACH AGREES TO BE PERSONALLY RESPONSIBLE FOR 

DOES APPEAR ON EACH OCCASION WHEN 



SEEING TO IT THAT 



SHE MAY BE CALLED v UPON TO DO SO DURING THE COURSE OF THE PENDING 
PROCEEDINGS IN THE DISTRICT COURT," 

IN HEARING AT US-Se, SEATTLE, ON JUNE SIXTEEN INSTANT, U. S. 
MAGISTRATE ALAN L. FROELICH ACCEPTED THE RULING OF THE NINTH CIR- 
CUIT, MAGISTRATE FROELICH ALSO ACCEPTED A DEFENSE REQUEST RELATIVE 
TO TEN THOUSAND DOLLAR BOND REQUIRED ON BOMBING OF FIRST NATIONAL 
CITY BANK, NEW YORK, DEFENSE COUNSEL 



POSTED ONE 



'THOUSAND DOLLAR CERTIFIED CHECK BUT ADVISED THE COURT THAT THE 
DEFENSE DID NOT HAVE A FINANCIALLY RESPONSIBLE PERSON WHO WOULD 
SIGN THE NINE THOUSAND DOLLAR PROMISSORY. NOTE IN EVENT OF DEFAULT, 
MAGISTRATE FROELICH ELIMINATED THIS REQUIREMENT, | | RELEASED 

FIVE P, M. PST< 



GAVE ADDRESS AS TWO ONE ZERO ONE .SMITH. 



on the bond, | 

tower s seattle, ;>this is the office of the seattle branch of 
American cjvil_l jberties. union, airtel with copy of court order 
follows. ' 5z>> ' 

end page two 
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PAGE THREE 
SE 174-5 32 

ALL INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED IN NEW LEFT EXTREMIST ACTIVITY SHOULD 
BE CONSIDERED DANGEROUS -BECAUSE OF THEIR KNOWN ADVOCACY AND USE OF 
EXPLOSIVES, REPORTED -ACQUISITION OF FIREARMS AND INCENDIARY DEVICES, 
AND KNOWN PROPENSITY FOR VIOLENCE, - ■ P - 
END 

REM FBI WASHD C CLTR 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

trdCf 1962 EDITION 

G~£a FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 



UNITED STATES GOVEgfrMENT 

MemoranMm 

T .°„i : Ll , Director, FBI (61-190) DATE: 7/22/71 

SAC, Philadelphia (100-1086) (C) 

SUBJEGT: ^AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

(ACLU) 
IS - MISC 




Enclosed for the Bureau is a self-explanatory 
throwaway distributed by the ACLU, Philadelphia, Pa., 
instructing individuals contacted by the FBI to. refuse to 
cooperate with the FBI. 



1 who. has furnished reliable information 
in the past, furnished the throwaway on 7/15/71 and he stated b7D 
that he obtained the throwaway at the office of the Ad Hoc ~~<^ 
Committee to Defend the Harrisburg Six, 20 South 12th 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. • 

Xerox copies of the throwaway have been attached 
to. Philadelphia file copies. 




(l)- Bureau (61-190) (Enc. 1) (RM) 
- Philadelphia 
1 - 100-1086 

1 - 100-52511 (AD HOC COMMITTEE TO DEFEND HARRISBURG SIX) 
1 - 100-35494 (ATTACKS AGAINST THE FBI) 
1 - 
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ENCLOSURE 



REC-24 




Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



an P 
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t least 20 federal agencle dfcgage in surveillance. Chief angft these is the FBI wi th so*. 
DCO agents investigating pcPlical activities, in addi tion,^ty, county, and staueJpol.ee 
a'intain dossiers on citizens and groups they suspect of "radical" tendencies or behavior. 

HELP REVERSE THIS TREND TOWARD MASSIVE POLITICAL SURVEILLANCE AND POLICE STATE METHODS 

F YOU ARE APPROACHED BY THE FBI or other Investigators: 

. Ask to read their, credentials. Take your time. Write down their names and identification 
If they have 'a car, write down its description and license number. Record tne time and 
place. You might want to photograph the agents. 

In most cases, it Is best to tell them politely but firmly that you do not want to talk 
with them and you want them to leave. Be direct. You have the constitutional right to: 
remain silent; not identify anyone, including yourself; not sign anything; not allow 
anyone without a proper search warrant into your home or car; not go with anyone who 
has not .placed you under legal arrest. Neither the FBI nor the local police have any 
subpoena power. 

U It may not be easy to protect your rights. Persuasion, threats, bribes, etc. are often 
used to get people to talk. Agents may exploit your fears or insecurities. They may try 
to make you feel guilty for not giving simple and readily available information. Don t; 
be drawn Into conversation by answering "harmless" questions such as: What's your.namss? 
Do you live here? When does your friend get home from work? RemSber, If you start ; 
talking, it may be more difficult to stop than you expect. 

*f. Some people choose to abandon their rights. Why? 

"I had nothing to hide." Your innocence and that of the people you know Is assumed and 
should not be challenged nor defended in an interview with government agents. Apparently 
innocent information can be pieced together by the government from different sources to 
build a case against someone. Persons you might mention casually might be harassed by 
agents, followed, grilled, or have their families, friends, and co-workers watched and 
questioned; 

" | wanted to find out what they were after." Getting information from a trained agent 
requires considerable sfei 11 and experience, if you have not witnessed interrogations, 
don't attempt this. You can ask them directly for the .purpose of their visit and what 
questions they wish to ask, but not answer them. If they tell you, write this down. 

• "I only confirmed what they already knew-" They may lead you to think they know than th 
really do. They may only be guessing or testing unreliable information. Even just a new 
source for old information can have bad consequences for you and others. 

"I wanted to reach them as people and not as agents." Before attempting this, think 
through the difficulties and possible dangers to vou and others. At least choose a 
time and place when friends, legal counsel, or others can -join you. Tape record the , 
conversation so others can learn from your experience. 4<£<£O<;0 

$. Immediately contact the American Civil Liberties Union, PE 5 7103, and also local group 
working to protect our right to privacy. Let them know who came, what happened., and 
where you can be reached. If you are bothered repeatedly, there is legal action you 
can take. / / /<; , _ /3 

Lr ' ~ / r J 7 

In the event you agree with the purposes and methods of an investigation and want to coop- 
erate, you should still check out the identity of the investigators beforehand by phoning 
their office, and also confirming the purpose of it. You should still have others W,ith yc 

a nd make a recording o f all that is said - fo r your own in formation and 'protect i on. 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 260 S. 15th St., Phila., Pa., 19102 (215) 735-710? 

1 , &3C ' 



OPTIONAL. rotlM MO. 10 
MAY 1262 EDITION 
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'united states g 
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TO 



iiUBjpcT: 
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Memorandum 

DIRECTOR, FBI 
SAC, SEATTLE 
4ERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 






date: 



7/16/71 



Mr. Tolson— 

Mr. Pelt 

Mr. Sullivan 
XjjMohr 




relfnanCDk^ 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Dal bey 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Ponder. 

Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Tavcl.. 



Mr. S^yars — 

Tele. Room 

Miss Holmes- 
Miss Gandy_ 



Attached for the information of the Bureau is a 
^ t ifttlr dated May 1971, which was forwarded to^ 
C th?s offLeTLprfsentftives of the ABERDEEN WORLD , 
Aberdeen , Washington. 

This letter had been addressed to that newspaper. 




2 - Bureau (Encl. 
1 - Seattle 
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10 JUL^- 1971 
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j 156 Fifth Avenue New York, N.Y. 10010 • (212) 675-5990 

i . May, 1971 



Police Department, Cabaton, California 
Sheriff's Office, Northumberland v County, 

Sunbury, Pennsylvania 
Police Department, Brook Park, Ohio 
Police Department, Uestport, Washington^-^ 
Police Department, liobbs, New Mexico 
Sheriff's Office, Bernalillo County, 

Albuquerque, New Mexico 



Dear Member: 



Every day, the F.B.I, receives about 29,000 sets of fingerprints - 13,000 of 
people arrested, 16,000 of other people. 

These fingerprints are received from - and in turn made available to - large' 
numbers of federal, state and local agencies, including -15,000 local law enforce- 
ment agencies. During the past 10 years, only the 6 law enforcement agencies 
listed above were found to have so abused the information received, that for 
periods of time they were placed on the F.B.I. *s restricted list. 

This information Ivas elicited in an ACLU lawsuit on behalt of a man who was 
picked up without 8 probable cause and held for two days by the Los Angeles police. 
He never received! a judicial hfearing on the legality of his detention and was 
finally released when the police were satisfied that no basis existed for charg- 
ing him with a crime. The suit seeks to purge the man's fingerprints from the 
F.B.I, files to prevent a record of this illegal arres't from going to law en- 
forcement officer's,, potential employers and others. 

The ACLU is engaged in a concerted attack on the dissemination of harmful in- 
formation by government* Your help is needed in this special effort. 

Will you: ^ ! 

1. Contact .your Senators and Congressmen to let them know you want 
clamps placed on the F.B.I, and other agencies of government which col- 
lect and disseminate' harmful information. 

2. Help the ACLU fight this fight 'by sending a special contribution. 
Please send (as much as you can. 



Thank you. 



L 



•ft. 
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Sincerely, . ' '^S18 

GUyzl faix ~ _____ 

Aryeh Neier :__* MBL - 

Executive Director pW'i ..r- 

JlJL_8fn,i 

____ o_,. f^- 



Edward J, Ennis, Chairman, r Joard of Directors • Ramsey Clark Chairman. National Advisory Council 

Aryeh Neier, Executive Otroctor * 
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ziugust 6, 1971 



Ol 



jggerlgg n, Civil Liberties Union Fund 
Of The National capital Hrea 
> Suite 501 

1424 16th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20036 



jUegal Director 
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As of now we will continue to mail you copies of any actions taken by our 
office against the radicals, Un~iimericans, and other conspirators and other 
subversives groups.. 

It would be very nice if your organization would begin to support -Americans 
for a change rather than the radicals and the cornmunists. 



P 

K 



o 

Y 1 



cc: Copy mailed to your Cincinnati office 
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October 17, 1970 



Ccmuniot Party 
tfetr York, Ketr Xoifr 



Re* Angela Davio 



Gus Hall 

Party General Secretary 

Before I get to cy anmrer and reply to a newa article I would like to point out 
that I can f t refer to your party as tho Ccmrsnict Party of the U*S«iW oinply 
because the U.SJu just can't bo a party to anything like tho Ccmuaiot Party* 
About the only terminology 1 can use io "Tho Ccmuniot Party Located in tho U«vS.A.» 
Shio io a great county and it otand3 for f reedon and a free oociety and a denocratic 
forzi of government by tho people, for the people* and of the people. And it dcoo 
not nean for tho CcrnradLot, for Kevoluticnarieo, and for tho Rcdicalo. There io no 
roca here for your typo of an eotabliohisent. 

Jour comrade Angela Davie io dangerous. She io guilty and recpohaiblc for the" death 
of the Judge in Marin County* California. She oupplicd tho Trcapono and heir can you 
justify all of this. And jrou arc screening a fraud and a franoup. Ion f t it funny, 
you people irioh to tear apart our government and tphon you get caught, you crqucal like 
a pig, whore are our righto, our ccnotitutional righto, tro have right oj and all 
alcng you are txying to destroy thoco righto. 

I otrongly protent and object to your otate&cnt "Angola Davi3 is a black vromn 
courageously fighting a racist policy of govcrnn^nt* 1 © i& government io not a racist 
government. Angela Davio io a violent revolutionist and terrorist out to ccek 
overthrow of our great government and to educate you on thio natter, ao long ao 
there are good Anoricano around, you people trill not tdn. So your party, SDS, 
Weatherman, KLuck Panther's, Other Revolutionaries, and Uilliaa Kunctlcr can 
prepare for defeat becauco I have declared rar on what you represent and have nuch 
ib' store for you. I will also put dotm in defeat the American Civil Idbertioc Union 
which I gueoo io a branch of your party© 



Very truly youro, 



t 
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August 25, 1971 
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Tolson _ 
Pelt _ 
Sullivan . 
Mohr ^ 



Bishop ... . . ,., , 
Brennnn, CD. 
Callahan 

Casper — 

Conrad , _ 

Dalbey 

Gale 

Ponder 

Rosen 
Tavel _ 
Walters 
Soyars _ 
Tele. Roomf 

Holmes 

Gandy 



Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57105 
Dear 



/ ' 
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I received your letter of August 20th, with enclosure, 
and I want to thank you for your kind sentiments* With regard to 
your inquiry, information in our files must be maintained as confi- 
dential pursuant to regulations of the Department of Justice. I regret 
we cannot be of assistance in this instance. 

Sincerely yours, 



MAILED 12 

AUGJidBTl 

FBI 



3. Edgar Hoover: 



NOTE: Bufiles disclose prior cordial correspondence with| 

last outgoing 2-3-70 in answer to his letter requesting information on the 
Ford Foundation. 



LEE:pls,(3) 
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MAIL ROOMCZ3 TELETYPE UNIT CZ1 



August the 20th of 1971 



Hon, J. Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau, of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. . 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

Concerning the enclosed clipping removed from the August 19th 1971 issue 
of the Sioux Falls Shopping News, from which I briefly quote: 

"IT CAN*T HAPPEN HERE I 
OR CAN IT? 

Superimposed upon it, is the upper part of Statue of Liberty. It is my 
recollection that the South Dakota Chapter , American C igil.^^ 
•was formed in Sioux Falls, approximately three or "f ^ 

tim, the news item appearing in the Sioux Falls Argus -Leader indicated that 
South Dakota was the last state of the Union in which the C.L.U. to be or- 
ganized. 



My first knowledge of COMMUNISM and Moscow occurred in 1917 when I served my 
country in a military manner. As a delegate from Winona, Minnesota to the 
National Convention of The American Legion held in Detroit, Michigan, Septem- 
ber 21 to 24th, 1931, I introduced a RESOLUTION in condemnation of COMMUNISM, 
which passed or was adopted by the Convention without objection* Knowing of 
your profound dedication to sound doctrine of Americanism, and your recent 
statements pertaining to the infiltration of COMMUNISM in our country, is the 
sole reason for addressing you on this occasion in the hope you will feel free 
to state whether or no the American Civil Liberties Union is a transmission 
belt of the Communist Party of the U.S.A. It is my further recollection that 
approximately ten or twelve years ago, it was so considered. 

Red Grange wore the number "77" on his football uniform during the time he was 
considered the "galloping ghost" from N.W.U. on the gridiron. I have now at- 
tained that age in life, but I shall always be concerned over the well being 
of my country. If it be your^wish, the contents of your reply shall be treated 
confidential. . V \V ggj.ll ^ / C f , -/3^_ 

Best Wishes for contj »™yx^Lw oa it-V> wapp iness gcffi&kh; this letter* 

/ 



gNCLO 




\; enclosure: 

V CLIPPING S.F. SHOPPING NEWS 

\ 






Oft CAN It? 



f UlGtna^V^flr^Kinm for^^mmurOsU and 1 didn't speili 

I dfont speak tip because | wasn't a Jew. Tnen they cam* fpr the 
-trade vnfwiu, and I dWnl speak up because'I. wasn't atrsde 
. lailef^ theo they came lor the Caihoilcs/aod I didn't speak;up 

1 



Pieas^Serki Checker Mdney'Order Jo? 
South Dakota Chapter? *• ; • 

4 . Sj6ujc:F2l!«;;S. D- S7j0ii- - : f ■ 



< for SOyears, the AmeflraavClvU Liferties; Union 
* has had a s; i ts> so le -pii rpose "the- p reservation and- 
' strengthen frig of the freedoms ^araTtteed sunder 
i the ; B1 II Rights: free speech free press, free 
\ assemblage > and ;d th er ci vi I • • ii ACtltJ-defehds/ 
- • these ^rights for all •Americans. 

V : " • . * " r 

No w.ACLU needs your support ; mors! and «tund»U 
. W*~p««d y«tSo.wa T jjp« ready Jf you need us; ' 

|; . , ■ V. "' ' 

By jojninfi^e.aatlo'tial Apj-U ynVwAI . jojn ithe 
the affHfate;Jn> your ^«a^ 
" defetfs^'bft^civjM fiber ties -on thor. rcoajt , scene. " 



AN AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION BLANK 

1 r HW dseveri tf | l ^ e^nPK^f^PilBgRo^^AGtU • my|*. ZZ member ship . .:« • • 



t f j <ro n t 1 i^u t ion, :50 f of jarri i'c h ts. rf o[f q on «? y ea r subscription fa Civil Lib erfie s ; New s> : 

: letter. / U ':V p MEMBERSHi P C ATEGO ft J ES -~ CH ECrf^N riV l\ \ , ? 

5 \pCobpej|tfngMernfaer; ^ r □Ba^rcMr/^Me^^hipil 



,/j^stainlhgMe(nber , * □ Basic? Mernbefsiiip, 

& ... ^ 'r • 1* -^a^wieipftef ships aw ^vaNaWe.as fbJ^s: | 



. DMtss. 



O R|ease sen ^' more > rn form at|pij 

\ - . DMrs.; 

. < «jpuease:pri nt : clearly^ ^ s - , ^ ^ : 



— p- State,; 



-Apt,^ 



■ ■Mjierte^ijaiid ,pa rd'jqr. byvSouth/ Dokoto Cfrnpter, -Arnert 4in Cpvl l : Ljbertje^ jJh W, 



if 



•KRey. 5-22-64) 
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Date: 8/26/71 



Transmit the following in 



Via 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



ARTEL 



(Priority) 



TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 

FROM? / SAC, RICHMOND (100-11224) -C- 



SUBJECT:^ CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
^ AMERICAN-CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, v 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 3007 OR 



IS - MISCELLANEOUS 



Re Richmond letter to the Bureau 2/11/71,. - 



Enclosed for the Bureau are six (6) copies of 
LHM regarding captioned matter • 

Any further developments in this matter will be 
promptly brought to the attention of the Bureau. 




4 



10% 

MC6Z 




M1Q 27 1971 



2 ^ Bureau (Erie. 6) (Registered Mail) 

- Richmond 
TJ0:mhh 
(3) 




Of Into O <tefloa V WlEH«Wi__fi/ J Q I 



\> f{ 



I Approved 
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Sent 



.M Per 



u) ^ SEP |jp e f §*7^ g ? nt in Charge 



I^T U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1971 -413-135 




.In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 



uniteSPstates department of just^e 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Richmond, Virginia 
August 26, 1971 



CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070R 



On A ugust 23 , 1971, Assistant United States Attorney 

I Eastern District of Virginia, Richmond, Virginia, b6 
made available the opinion of United States District Judge b7c 
Walter E. Hoffman, Eastern District of Virginia, Norfolk, ^ 
Virginia, regarding captioned matter. Judge Hoffman's opinion, 
which was filed in United States District Court, Richmond, 
Virginia, on August 24, 1971, is as follows: 
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ENCLOSURf 



IN THE UNITED" STATES DISTRICT COURT - ; * 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA -i ..' .... 

RICHMOND DIVISION ' ' 

Douglas H. .Donohoe, 
Dorothy Robinson, 
Phyllis Conklin, 
Otto Dahlke, and 
Jessica Lane, an infant who 
sues by £er next friend, 
Lionel Lane, individually and 
on behalf of those persons 
similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

Frank S. Duling, Chief of 
Police for the City of 
Richmond, Virginia, and 
W* L. Groth, Director of the 
Department of Safety for t the 
City of -Richmond, Virginia, 

Defendants , 

and 

United States of America and 
Commonwealth of Virginia,- 

Intervening 

Defendants.. 



MEMORANDUM 



Plaintiffs herein seek a declaratory 
judgment as to their rights and injunctive relief to- pro- 
hibit certain police practices in the City of Richmond, 
Virginia.. Specif ically , * they seek redress, as members of 
an alleged class, for deprivation of rights secured by 
the First, Ninth and Fourteenth Amendments to the ; United 
States Constitution. For reasons that are obvious from 
the facts presented, only First Amendment rights will be 
discussed. • ' 

It has long been the policy in .Richmond 
and other places throughout the nation to photograph' 
persons participating in vigils, demonstrations^" protests 
and other like activities, whether peaceful or •> otherwise . 



I 

; Civil Action 
: No. 300-70-R 



Whdle the demonstration or assembly may be perfectly 
lawful and peaceable at all times, the responsibility of 
the police does not stop at this point* Indeed, as one 
of plaintiffs 1 witnesses testified, "Some of them have 
gotten out of hand, rowdy, destroying property," and 
this witness was only referring to two groups, The 
Women 1 s International League for Peace and Freedom and 
the Welfare Rights Organization. As a further illustration 
of what occurs, the same plaintiffs 1 witness testified that 
Loretta F. Johnson, an acknowledged leader of protest groups 
had telephoned him in advance to the effect that she would 
lead a group of welfare people to a store where there would 
be a "shop-in" — which consists of picking up clothes 
and charging them to the Welfare Department* In substance, 
plaintiffs contend that, even with such advance information, 
the police should not go to the store and take photographs 
of the participants. 

Defendants freely concede that pictures are 
taken of most demonstration or protest meetings conducted 
on public property. The discretion as to which meetings 
are covered is vested in the Chief of Police and those 
immediately under him. As Chief Duling described it, they 
cover any meeting that would have the possibility of 
creating any feeling. 

The reasons for this police practice, which 
apparently constitutes an acceptable police practice through 
out the country, are several. In the first place, it is_ 
necessary to identify the leaders. Likewise, there are 
many unknown^ participants who come into Richmond from other 
areas, and it is highly important to determine whether these 
individuals have a record of being dange rous and to what ^ 
extent tEeyhave participated in other gatherings outside 
of Richmond. Thirdly, the practice ser ves as a deterrent 
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to violence and vandalism. An additional reason is that 
it s erves to protect the p eaceful demonstrators from acts 
of counterdemonstrators and protesters, such as groups 



opposing desegregation of schools, theaters and other public 



facilities , as_well_as_^ ' at picket lines 

involving labor disputes. 

- The photographs thus taken by the police 
are filed by roll number and identified by the particular' 
demonstration or assembly. Individual files are not main- 
tained on all participants, but it is a fair assumption 
that files are kept on certain leaders of the various groups 
Information as to the pictures and files, if any, may -be 
supplied to other federal, state and local law enforcement 
agencies upon written request of the head of the agency or 
by a personal visit of the requesting agency to police 
headquarters. No information is furnished by telephone. 
Only federal, state and local law enforcement agencies can 
obtain the pictures and any data so maintained on any 
individual. ■ 

The pictures* are not taken secretly. The 
cameras are plainly visible.. Police officers, all appearing 
in plain clothes, are directed to identify themselves upon 
request, and they frequently voluntarily disclose their 
identities in an effort to obtain information as to the 
identity* of the participant photographed. 

The witnesses for the plaintiff s argue that 

Jbhe „pre_sjance~of pc^llGe-pho%ogxaphex^b^g_a .."ohi 1 1 ing— ajLfgct^ 

gon their presence, as well as on others -who raay wish to _ 
participate. With one or two exceptions -it may be safely 




.th at these indiv idual s could not acquire a ^hil l^ing 
effect" if they were locked in a deep freeze. Aside from 



the court's view as to this point, the mere existence of a 
"chilling effect" does not justify federal intervention in 

422202 



this case. Although not mentioned in either brief/ the most 

recent pronouncement on "chilling effect" lies in the 

words of Mr* Justice Black in Younger v. Harris / 401 U.S. 

37, 51 (1971) > where it is said: - 

"Moreover, the existence of a 
Shilling effect, 1 even in the 
area of First Amendment rights, has 
never been considered a sufficient 
basis, in and of itself, for 
prohibiting state action- Where a 
statute [or police practice] does 
not directly abridge free speech 
but — while regulating a subject 
within the State's power — tends 

. to have the incidental effect of 
'inhibiting First Amendment rights, 
it is well settled that the statute 
[or police practice] can be upheld 
if the effect on speech is minor in 
relation to the need for control of 
conduct and the lack of alternative 

means for doing so Just as ■ 

the incidental 'chilling effect 1 of 
such statutes [or police practices] 
does not automatically render" them 
unconstitutional, so the chilling 
effect that admittedly can result 
from the very existence of certain 
' laws on the statute books does not 
in itself justify prohibiting the 
State from carrying out the impor- 
tant and necessary task of enforcing 

. these laws against socially harmful 
conduct that the State believes in 
good faith to be punishable under 
its laws and the Constitution." 

While Younger v. Harris , supra , did not deal 
4 with police practices such as here presented, we feel that 
the foregoing quotation is equally apt, and tends to clarify 
the ambiguous language in Dombrowski v. Pfister , 380 U-S. 
479 (1965) so heavily relied upon by the plaintiffs. 

Reverting to the facts of the instant . case , 
we note from the evidence that the leaders of these pro- 
testing or demonstrating groups always telephoned the news 
media, including television stations/ advising them of the • 
•time and place of the particular demonstration. They 
knew, in taking such action, that photographers would be 
present to take pictures of the assembled group, 
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especially the leaders . They knew, or could fairly assume, 
that photographs taken by news and television media are 
readily available to law enforcement authorities upon 
request or order of any court. They invited the publicity 
and must stand- the consequences. It is argued that the 
photographs * taken by the police are more identifiable, 
but this is refuted in. part by Loretta P/ Johnson who 
testified that the news media and television cameras con- 
centrated upon the leaders of the movement. 

Some of plaintiffs' witnesses indicated 
that they objected to their pictures being taken by anyone 
at anytime, although all witnesses stated. that they never 
verbally registered any objection to the police photographers 
Others expressed no particular objection to the picture 
■ being taken but were fearful of the use of the photographs 
by the police. Several visualized that all photographs 
were sent to a National Data Bank or other like groups. No 
witness ever actually endeavored to ascertain the true facts 
as to the use of the pictures and the extent of any file- 
X ^keep ing , on individuals who appeared in the pictures. 

While we express grave doubts that any 
"witness, participant, or potential parti ci p^nt--'CQ uld L 
actually be inhibited in his First Amendment rights — 
even if w e accept the f ar-flTtched aTcpai^^ 

persons may be so affected r~ it is obvious that the effect 
is minor in relation to the need for control of conduct 
_and the lack of alternative means for so doing. The ■ 
knowledge that police are present at any demonstration 
and that photographs are being taken tends to curb acts of . 
violence, rowdyism, and the destruction of property. Most 
assuredly, reporters, press photographers and television 
cameramen are not interested in deterring demonstrators , 
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protestors and the like. To the contrary this is what the 
news media likes, and it is the potential that disturbances 
may occur which draws the news media to the scene. 

We hold that the practices of the Richmond 
police as heretofore described are not only permissible 
and constitutional/ but they are also commendable and should 
be encouraged. While not in, this record, it" is a matter 
of common knowledge that many of the so-called lawful, 
peaceful demonstrations suddenly erupt into acts of violence 
which result -in damage to property and person with 
occasional death. A preventive practice on the part of the 
police -is far better than attempting to cure the evil after 
the act has been completed. The responsibility to prevent 
crime is as great as the duty to solve the crime and arrest 
the offender. 

All parties rely upon a New Jersey decision . 
as being closest in point of fact. Plaintiffs urge the 
adoption of the reasoning of the Superior Court, of New 
Jersey, Chancery Division, Hudson County, in Anderson v. 
Sills , 106 N.J. Super. 545 (Gh. Div. 1969) , in which an attack 

.was made upon a suggestive memorandum issued by the Attorney 
General of New Jersey urging the use and maintenance of 
Security Summary Reports and Security Incident Reports in 

^ matters involving potential civil disorders. On cross- 
motions for- summary judgment the trial court, rather 
amazingly, granted relief to the plaintiffs and. issued an 
injunction against the Attorney General. On appeal, in an 
exhaustive opinion by Chief Justice Weintraub, the Supreme 
Court of New Jersey reversed. Anderson v. Sills , 56 N.J. 
210, 265 A. 2d 678 (1970) . While it ils true that the case" 
was remanded for an evidentiary hearing, the persuasive 
language of the higher court was sufficient to put to rest 
the contentions of the disgruntled plaintiffs."- 
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We see no need to prolong this opinion 
by reviewing all of the authorities cited in Anderson v* 
Sills , supra , or indeed in the briefs filed herein. There 
is no evidence of photographing private meetings of 
individual groups as was condemned in Local 309 v. Gates. / 
75 F. Supp. 620 (N.D.Ind. 1948). There were no arrests ■ 
made or attempted for participation in a lawful activity 
as proscribed in Bee See Books , Inc. v. Leary ,291 F. Suppl. 
622 (S.D.N.Y. 1968), Surveillance is a perfectly legitimate 
motive even though it may result in an incidental coercive 
effect. United States v. McLeod , 385 F. 2d 734, 750 
(5 Cir. 1967) . There is no wholesale dissemination of 
photographs and files for improper purposes. Menard v. 
Mitchell , 430 F. 2d 486 (D.C.Cir. 1970). There has been 
no interference with the use of the streets and other 
public facilities. Hague v. C.I.O. , 207 U.S. 496 (1939*), 

This case presents a mass of hearsay testi- 
mony as to the feelings of many who did not testify. 
Loretta F. Johnson specifically named three women" who were 
present at the trial and available as witnesses who pur- 
.portedly had told her that they could not participate in 
demonstrations because of police photography. The three 
women were not called as witnesses. 

The alleged fears of plaintiffs' witnesses 
were so obviously without foundation that they reached a 
high point where William Evans, a law student at the 
University of Richmond, testified that he was on his way 
to hear a speaker by the name of Allen * Ginsberg at Virginia 
Commonwealth University when, in looking for a place to park 
his automobile, he saw a police car ride past. For this 
reason he went home and, according to his statement, has 
not attended a public assembly since that date. 

422806 
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The fears of these plaintiffs and their 
witnesses are the product of rumor, ignorance, distrust 
and an organized desire to disrupt police activity. The 
fears are imaginary and for the sole purpose of a spon- 
soring organization which is attempting to impede the 
legitimate efforts of police authorities in protecting 
the citizens and public welfare. As the Supreme Court of 
-New Jersey so aptly put the question in Anderson v. Sills , 
supra, when discussing the chilling effect of police 
activity — 

"[T]he critical question is whether 
that activity is legal, and although 
. • the amount of 'chill 1 might in a given 

case be relevant to the issue of legality, 
the fact of the 1 chill 1 is not itself 
•pivotal. Indeed, the very existence 
of this Court may 'chill' some who would 
speak or act more freely if there were no 
accounting before us for trespasses 
against- others. But government there 
must be, for without it no value could 
■ be worth very much. The First Amendment 
•itself would be meaningless, if there 
were no constituted authority to protect 
the individual from suppression by 
others who disapprove of him or the 
company he keeps. Hence the First Amend- 
ment rights must be weighed against the 
competing interests of the citizen." 
265 A. 2d 687. 



While the foregoing disposes of the case, 
we think it important to mention that, in pretrial proceed- 
ings, plaintiffs moved to produce "all files including 
photographs, reports and notes in possession of the Richmond 
Police Bureau pertaining to parades, demonstrations, meetings-, 
plcketings, and vigils held in Richmond, Virginia from 
January 1, 1965 to date." They further sought an order to 
permit them, through their counsel, to enter the premises . 
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of the Richmond Police Bureau and to inspect, copy or 
photograph such documents. 

Upon the filing of this motion the United 
States of America and the Commonwealth of Virginia 
requested and were granted permission* to intervene as 
parties defendant? the reason being that through cooperation 
between law enforcement agencies the intevenors were 
vitally affected. If plaintiffs 1 motion had been granted, 
other. law enforcement agencies could not entrust the 
Richmond police with any information. 

It must be remembered that, prior to the 
filing of such an extraordinary motion, defendants had 
answered and freely admitted the police practice described 
above . 

Following an evidentiary hearing on the 
motion, counsel for plaintiffs candidly admitted that he 
wanted to see the police files. In fact, in light of 
defendants' answer, there could be no other purpose. 

We doubt that any more dangerous precedent' 
could be set than to have granted plaintiffs 1 motion. 
To permit an attorney, even though an officer of the' court, 
to promiscuously browse through police files would be 
disruptive of any law enforcement agency. Needless to say, 
the 'motion was denied. * 



For the reasons stated herein, a judgment 
order will be entered denying the relief sought by said 
plaintiffs, dismissing the complaint herein, and assessing 
costs against the plaintiffs. Counsel for defendants will 
prepare and present a judgment order after first obtaining 
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the endorsement of one of counsel for the plaintiffs, 




United States Dis&rict Judge 



Norfolk, Virginia 
August 23 , 1971. 



/ 
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CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070R 



THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS NEITHER RECOMMENDATIONS 
NOR CONCLUSIONS OF THE FBI. IT IS THE PROPERTY 
OF THE FBI AND IS LOANED TO YOUR AGENCY; IT AND 
ITS CONTENTS ARE NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE 
YOUR AGENCY. 
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Memorandum 



Mr. C. D. Brenna 



from : r. l. Shackelfor 




1 - Mr, 
1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr, 
1 - Mr, 



1 
1 
1 
1 



DATE: 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 



W. C. Sullivan 
J. P. Mohr 
D. J. Dalbey 
T. E. Bishop j 

8-30-71 // 

/ 

J. J. Casper 
C. D, Brennan 
R. L. Shackelford 
R. L. Pence 




SUBJECT: 



Walters 

Soyors 

Tele. Room . 
Holmes 



Gandy . 



CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT 
SPONSORED BY AMERICAN CI VIL LIBERTIES 
UNION (ACLU) AGAINST CHOr^SEICr^ 
AND DIRECTOR OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
SAFETY, RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, IN U.S. 
DISTRICT COURT, CIVIL ACTION FILE 
NUMBER 30070R 

INTERNAL SECURITY - NEW LEFT 



PURPOSE ; 

To advise that the captioned civil suit against the 
Richmond, Virginia, Police Department has been dismissed with 
judgment order entered denying relief sought by plaintiffs and 
costs assessed against plaintiffs. - 




BACKGROtflTD: 



^ . ^Memoranda previously submitted have advised that the 
ACLU instituted a civil suit against the Richmond,^ Virginia, 
Policd^Dep^rtment alleging harassment of antiwar demonstrations 
by photographing individuals participating and ascertaining their 
activities!. ACLU requested access to police department files 
conceiving photographs and reports concerning the demonstrations. 
Bureau had intense interest in this case since information 
contained in police department files originated with FBI and, 
if disclosed, could possibly have jeopardized our sources and 
techniques. 



On 11-11-70, Chief Federal District Judge Walter E» 
Hoffman denied plaintiffs 1 motion that would have allowed plaxdtif^ 
the right to review and copy Richmond Police Department intelligent 



t 

<*» 

5 

9 

O 

o 



files. 



Judge Hoffman has now rendered an opinion, filed in 
U^Sf* District Court, Richmond, which states a judgment order will 
&£vybq filtered denying the relief sought by plaintiffs, dismissing 
tft£ complaint, and assessing costs against the plaintiffs. //f 

1 " *b^, -/ J, Rec ion W - /3JLZJJ& T. 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. Br en nan 
RE: Civil Class Action Suit Sponsored by 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) 
Against Chief of Police and Director of 
Department of Public Safety, Richmond, 
Virginia, in U.S. District Court, Civil 
Action File Number 30070R 
61-190 



Judge Hoffman held that police procedures for photographing 
demonstrators are (1) necessary to identify leaders, (2) necessary 
to identify unknown participants from outside areas who might 
have previous criminal records or concerning whom other 
derogatory information might be known, (3) useful as deterrent 
to violence and vandalism, and (4) in the interest of protecting 
peaceful demonstrators from acts of counterdemonstrators and 
protesters. To plaintiffs' argument that the presence of police 
photographers has a "chilling effect" upon their presence, 
Judge Hoffman noted, "With one or two exceptions, it may be 
safely said that these individuals could not acquire a 'chilling 
effect* if they were locked in a deepfreeze." 

1 Judge Hoffman held that the practices of the Richmond 

[police are not only permissible and constitutional but are 
fcommendable and should be encouraged. He futther stated that. the 
fears of the plaintiffs and their witnesses are products of 
rumor, ignorance, distrust, and an organized desire to disrupt 
police activity. According to Judge Hoffman, "The fears are 
imaginary and for the sole purpose of a sponsoring organization 
waich is attempting to impede the legitimate efforts of police 
authorities in protecting the citizens and public welfare." 

Judge Hoffman concluded his opinion with a further 
reference to the earlier plaintiff motion to produce all files, 
including photographs and reports in possession of the Richmond 
police pertaining to demonstrations, etc., held in Richmond from 
1-1-65 to date. He stated that indeed a dangerous precedent 
would be set if plaintiffs' motion had been granted. He 
continued, "To permit an attorney, even though an officer of 
the court, to promiscuously browse through police files would be 
disruptive of any law enforcement agency." 
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September 14, 1971 



£0$ 



tynden, Washington 98264 



b6 
b7C 



Dear 



The letter from you and your husband v/as received 



. MAILER IJj _ 

f 

SEPi 41971 

r 

FB* ~ ! 



on September 9th. In answer to your inquiry, information in FBI 
files must be maintained as confidential pursuant to regulations of 
the Department of Justice. I regret I cannot be of assistance to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Hoov§B 



NOTE: Correspondents not identifiable Bufiles. 
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TRUE COPY 



|. Washington 

Sept 4 . 1971 

Mr. Edgar J. Hoover 

F.B.I 

Washington 

D.C. C 

Dear Mr. Hoover. — — — — - — ■■ , . ,.„.. , 

I would like to know if the A. C. L.U. has been found to 
be subversive, (or unAmerican) 

Sincerely Yours 



b6 

b7C ,/ t 



1 




'I'll ■ Seff*> f y*^v^> 

^ £L Q. C- f u, J** 
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Septembers, 1971 




0^102. >. i'red Porcledge 

American Civil Liberties Union 

ISO I iXtli Avenue 

Hjkj iork, juov; fork 10010 

ocar .» r. Poi/iodjo : 

Assistant Director Thomas E. Bishop has 
shown mo your letter to him dated August 30, 1971. 

I am familiar with the exchange of correspon- 
dence between Mr. Bishop and Messrs. Nelson and Qstrow 
of the Los .Angeles Times. I am thoroughly in agreement with 
Mr. Bishop T a handling of this matter. Over the years it has 
been the policy of this Bureau to answer valid inquiries from 
the news media and the public. Mr* Bishop made every effort 
to cooperate in answering the inquiries of Messrs. Helsoft and 
Ostrow until it became obvious that some of their questions 
were so tainted with false implications as to have strong over- 
tones of harassment. 
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Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Hoover 

"mailer a 

81971 

NOTE: See M. A. Jones to Mr. Bishop Memo 
"Fred Powledge, American Civil Liberties Union. " 



:>,VJ,tU'*Mr. Mohr (detached) 
: 1 - Mr. Bishop (detached) 
1 - Mr. Dalbey (detached) 
1 - Mr. M, A. Jones (detached) 
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AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 




156 FIFTH AVENUE / NEW YORK / NEW YORK 10010 / ( 

Chairman, EDWARD J. ENNIS; Vice Chairmen, HARRIET PILPEL. DAVID ISBELL, GE 
Counsel, OSMOND K. FRAENKEL, NORMAN DORSEN, MARVIN M. KARPATKIN; Corporat 
KENYON; Treasurer, WINTHROP WADLEIGH. 

Executive Director, ARYEH NEIER; Associate Director, ALAN REITMAN; Executive 
International Work Advisor, ROGER N. BALDWIN. 



August 30, 1971 



Mr* Thomas Bishop 

Assistant Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D.C. 



Mr. T^lspn 
Mr. Pelt.__ 
|Mr, Sulliva 
Mr. M)t>hr . 

^r/^n^cVBr^l 
JMr, Callahan 
jMr. Casper 
JMr. Conrad 
JMr. Dalbeyi^i 
JMr. Gale _ 
JMr. Ponder 
JMr. Rosen 
JMr. Tavel _ 
Mr. Walters , 
Mr. Soyars _ 
I Tele. Room __ 
(Miss Holmes. 
Miss Gondy J 



Dear Mr. Bishop: 



I am writing to ask a few questions in connec- 
tion with a report I am doing for the A.C.L.U. on relations be- 
tween the government and the press. The questions concern deal- - 
ings Jack Nelson, of the Los Angeles Times, has had ,with the FBI 
and with you* 

Mr. Nelson showed me his exchange of correspondence 
\with you of early this year (letters from him and Ronald Ostrow 
I to you on January 5; your reply; their letter to you on January 
1 12, and your reply on January 14) which ended with your declining 
Ito answer or acknowledge the newsmen 1 s questions. My question is 
Ithis: Do you consider the matters raised in this correspondence O, 
puts id e the province of the Freedom of Information Act? If so, S\ 
bn what grounds do you consider it so? \J 

. Several of the questions asked in the Nelson-Os- 

trow exchange had to do with uses to which the FBI laboratory had 
or had not been put. You were asked if the lab were used to 
construct a model of a porch for Mr/ Hoover 1 s home, and you were 
asked if a "pirated chest" were constructed there as part of a 
Christmas present for Mr. Hoover. Why did you decline to answer 
those questions? * Do you think the public is entitled to an answer, 
negative or positive, to tho^^cma^tior^^ /^/-/^l 

. Have you eve^reref^ed, in conversat^gi 

[others, to Jack Nelson's drinking habits? 

Mr. Nelson, in commenting on the FB3 
"For so long they've been so sacrosanct that 'they & 
answer your questions if they don't want to," 
I would appreciate your comment on tl^^gt^^ient. 




Lon't fi , 
Is that true? jrffiff 

M &1 e»0 



Thank you. 

./», 



A 
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COPY MADE F0-. 



MB. 



tolso: 



Sincerely yours, GfJ* 
Fred Powledge r < 



Washington Office: 1424 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 

Southern Regional Office: 5 Forsyth Sivj)lfw., Atlanta, Ga. 30303; Charles M. Morgan, Jr., Director 
With organized affiliates in 48 states and 800 cooperating attorneys in 50 states. 
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date: September 8, 1971 
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'rennan, CD 

Callahan 
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Tavel _ 





subject: FRED POWLEDGE 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 



Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 
Holmes 



Gandy . 
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Y 



(5 By letter of 8-3(5^71, Powledge says that he is writing a report for 

the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) on relations between the government 
and the press. He raises questions concerning Jack Nelson of the Los Angeles 
Times and the FBI, referring to an exchange of correspondence between 
Nelson (and Ronald Ostrow) and you (Mr. Bishop). 

BACKGROUND 

By letter dated January 5, 1971, Jack Nelson and Ronald Ostrow of 
the Los Angeles Times sent you (Mr. Bishop) 10 questions involving the FBI tele- 
vision series, the FBI Recreation Association, and FBI personnel matters, as 
well as the FBI National Academy and our purchase of armored cars. These 
questions were answered by letter dated January 7th over your signature, 
the Director's approval. 




On January 11, 1971, Nelson and Ostrow acknowledged receipt(oJ4:he 
answers and said they would be submitting additional questions. They submitted 
20 additional questions to you by letter dated January 12th - which questions 
included a number of matters ranging from the retirement and salary incomes of 
Miss Gandy and Mr. Tolson to whether the Director takes Annual Leave. By 
letter dated January 14th, with the Director's approval, you acknowledged 
receipt of the January 11th and 12th communications and told Nelson and Ostrow, 
"The FBI is much too busy an organization to engage in the apparently endless 
exchange of question-and-answer correspondence which you obviously have in 
mind. Furthermore, your demands upon us have strong overtones of harassment, 
and some of the questions you have posed are so tainted with false and malicious 
implications that they frankly do not deserve the dignity of an acknowledgment. " 
On January 15, 1971, Nelson and Ostrow wrote you (Mr. Bishop) to express 
"surprise" and state they "feel our questions constitute a legitimate press inquiry 
of a public agency. " They also denied that they intended any harassment and 
closed with the ' " * ' .jt.^t ^ 

this matter of publi 




pproval of the Director. 

- Mr. Mohr - Enclosure 
Mr. Bishop - Enclosure 
Mr. Dalbey - Enclosure 



cy. rney aiso aemea max mey mieuueu auy na.i-a.&»i. 
"hope you will Sfyx&BTQ reconsi^r/you/^ Al to coope rate in 
itiblic inter esti" .This letter wa^/t acto^edg^wjiiUhS IB^^J 
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(CONTINUEJJ-OVER) 




M. A. Jones to Up. Bishop Memo V 
RE: FRED POWLEDGE * 



OBSERVATIONS 

Jack Nelson and Ronald Ostrow are jackal -type reporters 
interested in smearing the FBI. Nelson obviously is now in contact with 
the American Civil Liberties Union hoping to work out a new type of attack 
against Mr. Hoover. Powledge indicates that Nelson has shown him the 
exchange of correspondence wiih you (Mr. Bishop). 

. It is felt that the Director should very succinctly acknowledge 

Powledge *s letter saying that he supported Mr. Bishop's handling of the 
matter and not attempting to answer the inquiry about the Freedom of 
Information Act. Likewise, it is felt we should not make any mention of 
the drinking habits of Jack Nelson. Any statement or piece of information 

k we furnish will undoubtedly be used by Powledge and Nelson against the 
Bureau. 

Bufiles identify Powledge in 1964 and 1965 as a New York Times 
reporter and in 1970 as "a freelance journalist specializing in ur&an and racial 
problems. " 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That attached letter be sent to Powledge. 
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Chicago, Illinois 60643 
Dear 



b6 
b7C 



Although I would like to be of, assistance in 

W 

connection v/ith your letter of September 17th , information 
in our files must be maintained as confidential pursuant 
to regulations of the Department of Justice. I regret I 
am unable to be of help to you in this instance. 

Sincerely yours / 
J. Edgax Hoove? 



MAILED 10 

St:*iri971 



FBI 



John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



uf ites^ontain no record of correspondent. 
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is 



by 



b6 
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CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 6C6'43 
PR 9-7500 

September 17, 1971 



J. Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D, C. 



Dear Sir: 



I am SOij^ to attend a meeting in October of this year at which a representive 
of the American Civil Liberties Union will also be present ♦ I have always ' 



felt that the American Civil Liberties Union was an anti-american organization 
and would appreciate any information on this group that you have available. 



(A 



Sincerely, 



b6 
b7C 



rad/11 



«B SEP 23 1971 





** J -ft. 



* m v 1 - Mr. D. jAalbey 

1 - Mr. R. L.^Pence 



SAC, Richmond (100-11224) 



9/20/71 



Director, FBI (61-190) 



/HCIVIL CIASS ACTION S0IT SPONSORED BY 
"^AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES ONION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S* DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070R 
IS - NEW LEFT 




ReRHairtel, 8/26/71. 

According to an article in 9/17/71 issue of 
"The Washington Post," daily newspaper in Washington, D. C, 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) will appeal refusal 
of federal judge to bar Richmond police from watching and 
taking pictures of public rallies and demonstrations. 
Article reported ACLU will take appeal to Fourth U. S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals. 



Richmond follow developments in this matter, 
closely and promptly advise Bureau. 
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Captioned civil suit against Richmond Police 
Department instituted by ACkU aUe&ing, harassment of 
antiwar demonstrations by photographing individuals 
participating and ascertaining their activities. Bureau 
had interest since information contained in police files 
which originated with FBI and which, if disclosed, could 
jeopardize our sources. During 8/71, Chief Federal _ ._. 
District Judge Walter E. Hoffman, dismissed suit witlT~" 
costs assessed against plaintiffs. Information now 
received ACLU will appeal and Richmond being instructed SEP 2 
;to follow closely. 
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ACLU to Seek Appeals Court 
Rule on Police Surveillance 



CI/ 

■ RICHMOND, Sept. 16 
(AP)— The refusal pi a fed- 
eral judge to bar Richmond 
police from watching and 
taking pictures of public ral- 
lies and demonstrations will 
be appealed by the Ameri- 
can Civil Liberties Union. 

The ACLU said yesterday 
it will take to, the Fourth 
U.S. Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals the refusal last month 
by XLS. District Court Judge 
Walter E. Hoffman of Nor- 
' folk to issue 1 a restraining 
! order. In addition, Hoffman 
I dismissed the case. 

Activities of Richmond po- 
lice in taking pictures at raH 
! lies and demonstrations in - 
j hibited the free speech an4 
! assembly lights of people at- 
'tendrs fthe affairs, the 
1 ACIA3 contended in its class 
action suit. 
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The. Washington , Post. 
Times Herald 1 



The Washington Daily News . 
The Evening Star (Washington) . 
The Sunday Star (Washington) _ 

Daily News (New York) 

Sunday News (New York) 

New York Post 



The New York Times . 

The Daily World 

The New Leader 



The Wall Street Journal , 
The National Observer _ 
People's World 
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The Washington Field Office obtained from a confidential source 
two coupes of the September, 1971 > <g ^ American Civil Liberties U nion Reports 
>&by Fred^Powledge entitled, "The NixoiTSSministration and The Press: The 
TpS ' j^gineering of Restraint. " 

A review of this document indicates that it is an attack on the / 
Administration and the Government as a whole and purports to point out how the//l 
Government attempts to control the news media and has tried to restrain / 
representatives of the media from reporting material which the American public 
has a right to receive. It strongly attacks Vice President Agnew and accuses him, 
through his speeches, of being principally responsible. 

The FBI is mentioned on a few occasions, namely pages 21, 28, 33, 
37, 40, 55 and pages A- 9 and A- 10 in the appendix. Basically it comments about 
Bureau Agents questioning workers in the State Department in order to determine 
how information is leaked to the press. It refers to Jack Nelson and Assistant 
Director Bishop in connection with Nelson*s attempting to obtain the answers to 
certain questions from^Bishop and alleges that Bishop referred to Nelson T s drinking 
^yf'habits when WiUiam^Eatm of the "Chica go Dai ly News" queried him about Nelson's 
charges in the book, "The^Qran geburg Massacre. " You will recall that there was 
recent newspaper publicity concerning this segment of Powledge*s reports. It 
implies that FBI men have threatened photographers when they attempted to take 
their pictures and states that some members of the media believe members of their_ 
own staffs are conduits to law enforcement agencies, notably the FBI 

REG-Jf 

Pages A- 9 and A- 10 of the appendix go into detail concerning 
efforts to obtain answers from Bishop to questions, some of which were so tainted 
with false and malicious implications that they did not deserve the dignity of an 
acknowledgment. — — — » - «— «r— 
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M. A. Jones to Bishop Memo 

RE: THE NIXON ADMINISTRATION AND THE PRESS 

This type of report is the type which could be expected from 
the American Civil Liberties Union and is nothing more than a further effort 
to attempt to discredit our Government, including the Bureau and numerous 
other Government agencies and Government officials. 

RECOMMENDATION: 



For record purposes. 
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TO: 



FROM: 



lt.ip. ITv>ni 

iU .-s Ii d , 

DIRECTOR, FBI (ATTENTION: DOMESTIC INTELLlWSE^ ailJy -— 

DIVISION) 



SAC, WFO (100-2443) 



Q 



AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 
IS - INFORMATION CONCERNING 



0^ r 

Enclosed are two copies of an American Civil 
Liberties Report entitled, u The Nixon Administration 
and The Press: The Engineering of Restraint" , by FRED 
POWLEDGE, dated September, 1971, for the Bureau's consi- 
deration, % 



WFO has disseminated a copy to the Intelligence 
Division, Secret Service, 



This material was furnished to SA 
on 9/27/71, byf 



]on a confidential basis. 
This report was distributed by the ACLU at a press con- ^ 
ference held during the morning of 9/27/71, at 1424 16fth b7D 
Street, N.W., Washington, D. C, Suite 501. 

It is noted that included in an appendix section 
of the report on page A-9 is a section captioned, 11 Jack 
Nelson and the FBI." 



WFO is not retaining a copy of this report 
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: DIRECTOR, FBI 
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from i^:- v SAC, NEW HAVEN (44-0) 



date: 9/30/71 
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NEWSPAPER ARTICLE IN "BRIDGEPORT TELEGRAM" 
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT, CONCERNING 
CONNECTICUT CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION DRIVE ON 
POLICE BRUTALITY, 
SEPTEMBER 23, 1971 
CIVIL RIGHTS 



Enclosed are 6 copies of a LHM, concerning 
an article which appeared in the "Bridgeport Telegram", 
Bridgeport/Connecticut, 9/23/71, concerning action of 
Connect icut- / Civil Liberties Union relating to drive on 
"Systematic police Brutality" in the City of Bridgeport. 



Source mentioned in LHM is 



The nrf*$,p>Yt tpl pnhnnn 



•was made by SA 



to// 4 hi 



call to UERMWA b 7c 
of the New York Office. hiD 
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NITED STATES DEPARTMENT 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Kct; Haven, Connecticut 
Boptc; tor 30, 1071 




JUSTICE 



In Jicply, Please Refer to 
File No, EH 4 ,i .0 



PE: IHSWSPAPEE ARTICLE IN "E'TJIDGEJPOKT 

TELEGiurr 1 , euiegeecct, COiJITFCTICUT 

COIJCrKiaiTG CONiJTCTICOT CIVIL LIBERTIES 
U1II01T DRIVE OIJ i-OLICli EIIUTALITY, 
SEPTE;*EER £3, 1071 



The "Eridecpovt Telegram" 9 a daily nc\,rpaj;cr 
published in Eridfjcport, Connecticut in itc ic^ue, dated 
Copte* ber 23, 11)71, contains nil article captioned, ,f 3- 
Proved Drive Sot Ey CCLU on 'Brutality* here. 



The article rove ale that PEA2IK BOS83HI, Chain -.an 



oi the Fairiiold County Chapter oi the Connecticut Civil 
Liberties Union, announced that a civil cult charfiiiifj Kay or 
mJGE C CUERASf and Police Superintendent JOSFKI A. \;ALSU oi 
the City of Erid^eport and others vith "cy stern tic police 
brutality" vus oart oi a three-pronged plan lor lc^al 
action by the Connecticut Civil Liberties Union (CCLU) . 



On February 27, 10d< ! ,, a source vJio 
has furnished reliable iniori ation in the 
past xurniched a list ox current i onhcra 
oi the Advisory Co* i, it tee oi the Hcy, Yorl; 
Council to Abolish the House Ua«Ar or lean 
Activities Co? - it tee. Included on thin 
list v.as the nanc IHAITIC rO£&IER. A 
telephone call under preterit Y,ac ) ado on 
March li;, 1071 to the oiiiec oi the 
United Electrical Radio and Machine 'workers 
of America (UI30?:i/A) , 11 £ast 01 Street, 
STe% York City. In the course of the con- 
versation, it Y.as established that FRANK 
EOiJIJEIt is the General Council oi the in&TJi/A. 
Per con indicating to be a secretary oi EONNEft 
stated that he uaintaios an oiiiec at thoie 
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RE: TIEbBI'AMLR ARTICLE Wf n 3CSIDGri?OK-r 

TtLEG^Arr 1 , £ra»G33i-ojrf, coi^cticu? 

COKCJ,KrmjG COIKIXVIClff CIVIL LIEBRTirC 

2tim:r.£Ui 23, ion 



A characterization oi the Nov YorJ: 
Couacil to Abolish the fiou&c Un-Ai>cricaa 
Activities:; Co;,wittce a^pcarsj in the 
Append i;-: oi thic; f-oi oranoui . 

A characterisation o± the United 
Mcctrical, Hadio, and Machine i orlxcrs 
oi A crico, (UEIUI;.'A) appear u in the 
Appendix oi this r:c.;orandu£.* 

EOi;NEfi related it io planned to petition the 
Department oi Justice ior a Grand Jury proto into alleged 
joolice violations during disorders in the lower J-atvt Side 
oi £ridf:C/»ort on May El, £2, 1071. He announced that the 
CCLXJ ic alLo !:Oinr; to do:. -and the rclcnce oi the rind in; a*: 
oi an internal police depart* cnt invent it ,at ion into 
brutality charges:; during the f ay disturbances • lie uaid :li 
the report xc not released an action oi * andar uc to t al:e 
it public v#ill te started. 

DOirar?! also m entioned that the tv,o top officials 
v. ill bo charged v.ith "breaking up n a police co i unity 
relatione root in?-; vjiich v. as o pondered by various ^roujLi nt 
the Stratiield r otor Inn in )Vcid : ;;eport on liovc, tor G, 1970, 

DOIttfFE stated that acting ac Plaint i£i& in the 
&ait vill be the CCLU, the Catholic fttehops Co: - ifjoion on 
Euk-xtu Eights, the NAACP, the Urban Coalition and the Social 
Action Co r it tec oi the Connecticut Council oi Churches. 
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in APPENDIX 

NEW YORK COUNCIL TO ABOLISH 

THE HOUSE UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 

COMMITTEE 



On March 9, 196l,. a source advised that the 
New York Council To Abolish the Un-AmerJLesn Activities 
Committee (NYCAUAC), 150 West 34th StresSb, New York City, ■ 
New York, was formed at a meeting held in JJew York City 
on November 17, i960. This organization ssss founded 
principally .through the efforts of FRANK 1ULKINS0N, 
Field Representative of -the National CoWitee To Abolish 
the Un-American Activities Committee (NC3SE&3&C ) . . 

A second source advised on September 17, 1952, 
that FRANK WILKINSON was a Communist Party ©ember as of 
September, 1952. 

A third' source furnished on Septeaber 14, 1961, a 
copy of resolutions of the New York Council to Abolish the 
House Un-American Activities Committee (HZBXHGAC} which 
were adopted by the NYCAHUAC. One such resolution affirmed 
the intention to continue to work for the .abolition of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities (HCUA) and to 
continue its efforts to broaden the participation in this 
fight. Another resolution accepted as a modus. Vivendi the 
sugges£io«r-of the Field Representative of the "National 

- - - ^oimnittee to Abolish the HCUA" (NCAHUAC) namely that local 

abolition committees may identify and co-ordinate their 
efforts as closely as they desire with NCAHUAC, still 
maintaining their autonomy for as flexible and independent 
a program as possible. 

Various sources have advised during March, 1962, 
that Communist Party '(CP) members in the New York City area 
have been solicited, to support activities of the NYCAHUAC 

- . - during attendance at C'F Club -meetings., 

On May 6, 1963, the first source advised that the 
NYCAHUAC continues to function from 'its office at 150 West" 
34th Street, New York City, New York. 
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The "UK" Shop Steward Guide," United Slesritrifcal , Fadio and 
Machine Workers of Aaesriccia Publicaiiisn , Somber 23.2, 

Sixth Edition, -1952, discloses -on pages <S2«S4, "US « the 
United Electrical , £&dio and Machine Workers of Africa" 
van established in 19B& at a convention in Buffalo, New 
York. At that tine the organization was called the United 
Electrical sad fiadio Workers of Astaeica, Shortly thereafter 
a large group of <S"*ri<san ^federation of Labor machinists ' 
locals joineii the h£ and the full assise became the United 
Electrical, Za*1o and Machine Workers of America (US). 

"The US is k»<o<wn aa an 'International Union f because 
companies <?f both the United States and Canada are under con- 
tract o" 

"100 things You Should Know About CosamunifeSR and labor," pre= 
pared and released' by the Coaaaittee on Un-American Activities*, 
United States House of Representatives,. Washington, ©. C. , 
1951, relates the following inf oramtion. .In 1944, the 
Cofflmittee on Un-Aiaerican Activities found the "United Electri= 
cal, Eadio and Machine Worker's of America (CIO) " to be one of 
the unions which was described as having "Co&saunist leadership., 
strongly entrenched." The "United Electrical, Radio and Machine 
Workers of America" «as listed as one of the unions which was 
• expelled from the Congress of Industrial Organizations in 1950 
because of its coasnunist domination. 

The "Internal. Security Annual ' Heport for 1957, Report of the 
Subcommittee to Investigate the Administration of the Internal 
Security Act and other Internal Security La^s, of the Committee 
on th/: Judiciary, United States Ssa&fcs," on page 61 refers to US 
as of the strongest Connunist controlled unions in America. 

The 'I iternational Headquarters of US is located at 11 East 51st 
St_* .-t, Saw York, Hew York, according to the April 20, 19-34, 
e:.J.;:„w>n of "US News," official organ of US. 
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UNITED STATES 



^^ERNMENT £ 

Memorandum 

to DIRECTOR, FBI (6:1-190) date: 10/18/71 

from SAC, RICHMOND (100-11224) -P- 

suBjEpaaCiviL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070R 
IS - NEW LEFT ft 

Re Bureau letter to Richmond 9/20/71. 



Files of the Clerk's Office of the United States 
Court of Appeals. Ahh r.-frrni*-. "R i c\\mcvnrK } Virginia, were 
reviewed by S 4 | on 10/6/71 and contained " 

the following: b7c 

This case has not to date been docketed in the 
Court of Appeals. A notice of appeal was filed in the 
Clerk's Office of the United States District Court, Eastern 
District of Virginia, at Richmond, but all necessary action 
to perfect the appeal has not been taken, such as payment 
of fees. 

Richmond will follow for additional pertinent data. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 




Mr. Felt 



DATE: 9/28/71 



T. E. Bishop^ f4 



subject: FRED 'PROWLED GE 

£>AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTmSJINION 
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, fit, 

In a United Press International ticker stor.y dated 9/28/71, 
it is reflected that the American Civil Liberties Union (AGLU)y:in a 
report prepared by the above -captioned individual, reported von~so- called 
"attacks on the press" by members of the Government. In the story it is 
stated that Powledge said a reporter for the "Los Angeles Times" had been 
smeared as a man "who drinks too much" by an FBI Agent after the reporter 
had written articles considered embarrassing to the FBI. The Director 
has asked, "What about this?" and "Who is Powledge? H. " 

For the Director's information, our files reflect that 
Powledge was a reporter in 1964 and 1965 for t heJLlNew YorkTimes" and 
in 1970 was described as a "free lanc e journalis t specializing in urban and 
racial problems. " It will be recalled that by letter of August 30, 1971, 
addressed to Bishop, Powledge advised that Jack Nelson of the "Los Angeles 
Times, " (whose animosity toward, and vicious campaign against^the Bureau 
is well-known to the Director) had shown Powledge his exchange of 
correspondence with Bishop in January, 1971. Powledge asked why Bishop 
declined to answer certain of the questions proposed by Nelson and also 
asked Bishop if the latter had ever referred to Nelson's drinking habits in 
conversation with others. 
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By letter of September 8, 1971, the Director advised Powledge 
that he was familiar with the exchange of correspondence between Bishop 
and Messrs. Nelson and Ronald Ostrow of the "Los Angeles Times? " that rj 
he was thoroughly in agreement with Bishop's handling of the matter, 4 that / / 
over the years it has been the policy of the Bureau to answer valid inquiries y 



from the news media and the public; and that Bishop made every effort to 
cooperate in answering the inquiries of Nelson and Ostrow until it became 
obvious that some of, their questions^ere so tainted with false implications 
' have strongjovertones of harassment. Attached hereto is a copy of 
;dge's letter to Biishop'-of^ugust SCL'the Director's replrtorfring©^ - 

COPY MADE FOR Iff&f'TQLSQN 



as to 
Powledg 

Enclosures 



1 - Mr.- Felt 
Mr. Bishop 
Mr. M.A 

w 4V 



. (CONTINUED - pyER) 
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Bishop to Felt memo (continued) 
Re: FRED POWLEDGE 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 



September 8, 1971, and a memorandum from Jones to Bishop dated 
September 8, 1971, setting forth background on the matter. 

With regard to the statement in the UPI story about the 
drinking habits of the "Los Angeles Times" reporter, this must obviously 
refer to the drinking habits of Jack Nelson. He is well-known in Washington 
as an excessive drinker and reporters have brought to the Bureau's attention 
in the past boasts made by him while under the influence to the effect that he 
was out to get the Director. Nobody in the FBI has to spread this information 
around Washington. It has been well spread around by Nelson himself 
through his own excesses. 

RECOMMENDATION: 



None. For information. 
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i ACLU 9-28 NX 
TiTTTH PPFS^ 024A 

WASHINGTON <UPI)~THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
CHARiS IN A REPORT RELEASED MONDAY THAT "ATTACKS ON THE PRESS 5 BY THE g 
OFFICERS OF GOVERNMENT HAVE BECOME t SO WIDESPREAD AND T ALL- PERVASIVE THATg 
THEY CONSTITUTE A MASSIVE FEDERAL -LEVEL ATTEMPT TO SUBVERT THE LETTER ^ 
AND INTENT OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT." _ _ ^ 

THE ACLU SAID THE NIXON ADMINISTRATIONS ATTEMPT Jg CTCOR - 
THE NEWS MEDIA HAD BEEN DOCUMENTED BY FRED POWLEDG E_ DURING DISCUSSIONS-^ 
WITH 45 NEWS EXECUTIVES AND NEWSMEN. Q 
POWLEDGE SAID THE GOVERNMENT HAD FIRST BEGUN TO "CHILL THE ... 
PRESS" AFTER VICE PRESIDENT SPIRO T. AGNEW GAVE A SPEECH IN 1969 a*. 
CRITICIZING THE NEWS COVERAGE OFFERED BY THE TELEVISION NETWORKS. 

A SPECIFIC EXAMPLE OF THE "CHILL," POWLEDG E CITED A 4LLfr*>. pi 
.1 CONVERSAT iSnWI? H RICHARdIaLANT , ™Ubsy^ § 
SAID SALANT TOLD POWLEDGe'I HAT PRESIDX NXIAU-AS^ISJ.ANT JOHNffiBLICHMAN * 
".HAD "LIT INTO" THE CBS WHITE HOUSTWrESPONDENT DURING A CONVERSATION 
:i WITH SALANT AND HAD CALLED HIM "A HATCHET MAN." t( ,ii^ 
-PAWLEDGE ALSO. SAID A REPORTER FOR THE LOS ANGELES TIMES HAD 
BEEN^sSRET M ~AS"A MAN "WHO DRINKS TOO MUCH" BY AN FBI AGENT, AFTER 
THE REPORTER HAD WRITTEN .ARTICLES CONSIDERED EMBARRASSING TO THE FBI. 

IN THE REPORT, POWLEDGE CONCLUDED THAT THE ATTACK BY TH|wCLOSUR&l 
ADMINISTRATION HAD OFTEN RESULTED IN "A SUBTLE TENDENCY- -ALMOST 
IMPOSSIBLE TO DOCUMENT OR MEASURE— OF .THE PRESS ITSELF TO PULL BACK? 
TO CONSIDER THE CONTROVERSIALITY OF ITS ACTIONS BEFORE IT TAKES THEM, 
AND THEN, IN SOME CASES, NOT TO TAKE THOSE ACTIONS— TO ENGAGE IN SELF- 
CENSORSHIP." 
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WASHINGTON CAPITAL NEWS SERVICE 
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RUTG2RS UljjfVEItSIT V The State TJniversb 




cw Jersey 



COLLEGE OF ARTS AND 
Camden, Neu 



October 13, 1971 



Mr. Tolson 
Mr. Felt_ 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Mohr t. 

Mr. Miller,* E. a 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Dalbey 
Mr. Cleveland - 
Mr. Ponder 
Mr. Bates . 
Mr. Tavel _ 



Mr. Walters _ 

Mr. Soyars 

Tele. Room _ 

Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy _ 



J. Edgar Hoover 
D.\r:.ctor of the Federal 

lareau of Investigation 
Federal Building 
Washington , D. C c 

Dear Mr. Hoovers 

The Forensic Society of Rutgers j ITniver git^*C amden is interesjbed^, 
in having a panel discussion between a 'member of your organization 
d th^&a eripan 0 iy il Iii> Tho topic for discussion^ 

pill be topic, t? The Invasion 

^of Privacy." Specifically, the gathering of information and 
utilisation of information about United States citizens by govern- 
ment agencies. - The panel discussion will be moderated by the 



Dean of the Camden College of Arts and Sciences, Dr. James E 0 Yotmg.jf 

Our intentions are not to put anyone on the spot but to have^ 
a healthy communication of ideas. To assure this, we would like \ 
[to have representatives of each organization meet prior to the CV\ 
Sdiscussion to discuss their individual subjects. 



We have selected two tentative dates, November 16 or 17. 
If neither date is convenient for you, please give us an alterna-$Kf ^ 
tive date. " if I ; 



'■Si 



CCS J- P. 



Jnmlc^flnn 



b6 
b7C 



' J6 10CT 27 19/t . 



Rot ed I 



Forensic Society "of Rutgers Unipsrs 
Camden • t Z. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ' 

Memorandum 



4 /~N 



TO 



FROM 



/ 



MR. TOLSON 



W. M. FELT 



date: July 8, 1971 




subject: ROBERT SMITH 

WASHINGTON BUREAU 
NEW YORK TIMES 




AW0:50 AM, 7/8/71, Mr. Smith called me. He advised 
that the-A merican Civil Liberties Unicti^. having a press conference today 
and will discuss me internal personnel policies of the FBI. He said 
that after attending this press conference he would like to come to 
the Bureau to interview me concerning the Bureau's side of the question. 

I told Mr. Smith that all press inquiries in the Bureau were 
handled by Assistant Director Thomas Bishop, and pointed out that 
I would be glad to transfer his call. Smith said this would do no 
good because Mr. Bishop always told him, "No comment. " I said, 
"Mr. Smith, you then know exactly what I am going to say, which is 
'No comment'". 

I immediately informed Assistant Director Bishop of this 
call so that he would be aware of Smith's activities. 



RECOMMENDATION: 

None .... informative. 




0> 



1 - Mr. Mohr 
1 - Mr. Bishop 

WMF:wmj 
(4) 
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October 22, 1971 



Horse Cave, Kentucky 42749 



b6 
b7C 



Dear 



Your letter of October 15th, with enclosure, has been 
received and I certainly understand the concern you expressed. 

This Bureau has no authority to prevent any organiza- 
tion from mailing its literature; however, your explanation of how the 
material in question came into your possession will be made a matter 
of record in our files. I am returning your enclosure. 

Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 



Enclosure 



NOTE: Bufiles 
was an[ 





\ 



siderable correspondence withf 



b6 
b7C 

who 
Last 



outgoing 1-1-70 in reply to his inquiry about tne national uouncu oi 
Churches. He was thanked for his complimentary remarks. His enclosure 
is a letter from the^merican Civil Liberties Union which is well known 
to the Burea^\\(100r§um^l W f O " ~ ^ 
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Horse Cave, Ky. 

October 15, 1971 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

The Fed. Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D.C. 



My dear Mir. Hoover:* 

The enclosed^ letter from the im. Civil Liberties^ Union 
was sent to me in a h$ envelope as yon see. 

They are lying on our President along with Mr. Agnew arid 
Mr. Mitchell. 



Can 
Mr 



a something be done to prevent suchf Does ~ the Honorable ? 
• Nixon know what they are doing? \ ^ 




BEC U 





10SUHS 



^<JV " A" ' 3 J — r ^ T ~ ~ ,J ' jjjl — 

' 156 Fifth Ave^pr* New York, N.Y. 10010 (212) 675-^0 



Dear Friend: 



The Nixon/Agnew/Mitchell administration is engaged in a concerted attack 
on American Liberties . 

"Will you fight back? 

You can by joining the American Civil Liberties Union — a union of 170,000 
Americans fighting back through their support of ACLU activities. 

Join the ACLU to oppose 

* prior restraint of the press 

* wiretapping without even court authorization 

* unlimited and unregulated surveillance 

* attempts (unfortunately, all too successful) to deter critical 
television programming 

* presidential usurpation of larger and larger powers 

* a campaign to overturn court rules safeguarding the liberties 
of the accused 

* dragnet arrests of demonstrators 

For more than 50 years, the ACLU has led the fight for our liberty. Today, 
in thousands of courts across the country, in the state legislatures, in 
the Congress, in administrative hearings, and in the forum of public opin- 
ion, the ACLU meets the threat to liberty head-on. 

i 

If we can help it, liberty will disappear -neither with a bAng nor with a 
whimper — it won't disappear at all. We can help if you will help ACLU — by 
joining. The more you contribute, the more we can do. Join today. 

Thanks. / » 

Sincerely/}/ > \ 





teller ^ / 422762 



Executive Director 



Clark, Chairman, National Advisory Cou 



Edward J. Ennis, Chairman, Board of Directors • Ramsey Clark, Chairman, National Advisor/Councll 

Aryeh Neier, Executive Director 

ENCLOSURE 



REQ-60 ^ / 




Novembers, 1971 



1 



Denver, Colorado H0222 
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Deai 



Your letter to our Denver Office was referred to 
FBI Headquarters and received here on October 29th. 

While I certainly appreciate the interest which 
prompted you to contact this Bureau, I am unable to be of assist- 
ance with respect to your inquiries since information in our files 
must be maintained as confidential pursuant to regulations of the 
Department of Justice. X regret I cannot be of help to you in this 
instance. 



| ^ MAILED 11, _ 

N0V3 - 7971 ' 

F5f «yl 



Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



Tolson . 

Felt 

Rosen _ 
Mohr 



Bishop 

Miller, E.S. 
Callahan _ 

Gasper 

Conrad 

Dalbey t . 
Clevel; 
Pom 
Bat. 
Tavel' 
Walter's 5 _JL 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



1 - Denver (94-45) A 
Reurairtel 10-26-71^ 



NOTE: Correspondent not identifiable in Bufiles. 



LEErklm (4) 



veland. j \ 
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FD-36 (Bev. 5-22-64) 



F B I 

Date: 10/26/71 



Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



Via 



AIRMAIL 



(Priority) 



DIRECTOR, FBI 

ATTENTION: CRIME RECORDS DIVISION 



'DM: SAC, DENVER (94-45) 
SUBJECT: " 



._J 




Denver, Colorado oTJ^22 
RESEARCH (CORRESPONDENCE 
AND TOURS) 

Attached hereto is a communication from captioned 
individual dated October 23, 1971, which was received in 
this Division on October 26, 1971. 



inquiries are being referred to the 
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Bureau for acknowledgement. Denver indices contain no 
record regarding him. 




Bureau (Enc.) (RM) 
Denver 
FM6: jt 
(3) 



REO-60 





Approved: — Sent 

Special Agent in Charge 



M Per 




memo 
from 
the 
desk 
of 



October 23 1971 
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F.B.I* Denver Colorado 



Do you release public inf oraiation 
on radical leaning organizations? I have 
the AGLU in mind as they seem to have ample 
staffs to go to the immediate defense for 
susT>ected radicals when they are apprehended 
by the law - in any location coast to coast. 

They seem to be able to capitalize on the 
growing permissiveness of our Judicial 
System. This takes not only capable personnel 
but also ample funds for costs and bail. 
Many of us wonder who is doing the bankrolling. 

If your fine organization does not release this 
kind of data, could you suggest another 
Federal Agency where I might obtain it. 



I would certainly appreciate your help. 



li st cordially -i 



Denver Col WWd 
355 93U7 



r>l r\ n mnn 



PRINTERS & LITHO^WVPHLUi 

AM. G-OZZB 



\ZO\ SPCER DLVD. 



001 2 6 107 ^ 

COLUMBIA pre^s. inc. FBI — DENVER 
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Denver Col «0222 



* t PM 

25 OCT <y| 






Cyprtpcdium 



■1 /■ 



- / s> O 

ENCLOSURE 



F.B.I. 

Federal Bilding 
1961 Stout St 
Denver Col 

/3 75" 



OfTIONAl fO*M NO. 10 

may 196? romoN 

OSA fttN. •lO, NO. if 



UNITED STATES ^pVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



Mr # E # S. Mill 



G. C. Moor, 





date: November 1, 1971 



'I olnon 
KMt 
({own 
Mohr 
flinhop 
MtMr-r, KS 
Otllnhnn 

Coiirnrkjf 

f:ifvr» jfinfj , 

Ponder 

Bates „ 

Tavol 





Wnltcrs 

Soynrs 

Tela. Room 

Holmes 

CJnndy . . 



subject: LAWSUIT BY AMERICAN CIVIL 

LIBERTIES. WTdpGAlNST°I) v IRECTOR , 

Attorney "general and sac, Philadelphia, 
filed on 10-27-71, u. s. district court, 
philadelphia, pennsylvania 

Memorandum G. C. Moore to E, S. Miller, dated 10-28-71, 
advised of reported lawsuit filed by American Civil Liberties 
Union (ACLU) against FBI Director, Attorney General and 
Special Agent in Charge, Philadelphia FBI Office, in U.S. 
District Court, Philadelphia, on 10-27-71. The suit, a class 
action with five antiwar and black groups and four individuals 
named as plaintiffs, requests an end to FBI investigations of 
plaintiffs.' political and social activities and asks for 
elimination of the Security Index. 

Copies of the Summons and Complaint in this civil 
action have been received with exhibits. The exhibits 
appear to be copies of FBI documents stolen during the 
burglary of the Media, Pennsylvania, Resident Agency on 3-8-71. 

Copies of these documents are being sent to the 
Attorney General with a request for instructions in this matter, 
and suggesting that consideration be given to effectively 
quashing this obviously frivolous complaint. This matter has 
been coordinated with the Office of Legal Counsel. 

ACTION: 



St 



Or 



Attached for your approval is a letter to the 
Attorney General in line with the above. 



RPF:ekw/lrs J 

Enclosure %, ' 

1 - Mr, A. Rosen 
1 - Mr. E. S. Miller 

1 - Mr. D. J. Dalbey 

1 - Mr. T, E. Bishop 

1 - Mr. T. J. Smith 

1 - Mr, G. C. Moore 

1 - Mr. R, P. Finzel 



0/i 




9 



m 



NOT RECORDED ; ' 
167 NOV 8 1971 



55 NOV * 



422753 




The Attorney General 



1 - Mr. A. Rosen 

1 - Mr. E. S. Miller 

1 - Mr. D. J. Dalbey 

November 1, 1971 



ft 



Director, FBI 



LAWSUIT BY AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 



AGAINST DIRECTOR, ATTORNEY~GENERATr"AND" 
SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE, PHILADELPHIA FBI 
OFFICE, FILED ON OCTOBER 27, 1971, 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 



1 - Mr, T. E. Bishop 
1 - Mr. T. J. Smith 
1 - Mr. G. C. Moore 
1 - Mr. R. P. Finzel 



ft* 



Tola on . 
Felt. 



Rosen x / 

Sfef&z 



Callahan . 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dalbey . 



Cleveland . 

Ponder 

Botes 

Tavo! 

Walters . 



There is enclosed one copy each of a Summons, 
Complaint and 11 exhibits identified as Appendix A through 
Appendix IC relating to captioned matter ♦ The Summons and 
Complaint which are self-explanatory 9 pertain to a class 
action in which the plaintiffs seek an end to FBI investi- 
gations and elimination of the Security Index. The exhibits 
appear to be copies of FBI documents taken during the 
burglary of the Media, Pennsylvania, Resident Agency on 
March 8, 1971. 

The Special Agent in Charge of our Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, Office was served a summons in this matter on 
October 27, 1971, by a representative of the United States 
Marshal's Office, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

It is requested that you advise of the action " 
which should be taken in this matter by this Bureau. It . 
is also requested that all feasible steps be taken to 
have this lawsuit dismissed # Q ( ~ f C j fit 

Enclosures (13) NOT RECORDED 

167 NOV 8 1971 b 0 * 



rri 

t 

I; 

\9 



1 

! 



- The Deputy Attorney General m Enclosures (13) 

- Assistant Attorney General 
Internal Security Division - Enclosures (13) 



6<A 



zX • Assistant Attorney General 
- Civil Division 

z RPF:lrs (13) 

= f 



MAILED. 3 

NOV 1-1971 



•FBI 



*» Enclosures (13) 

SEE NOTE PAGE TWO 
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Holmes 
Gandy . 



MAIL ROOMm TELETYPE UNIT I I 




• 



Attomoy Gonoral 

RE J LAV/SUIT BY AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 
AGAINST DIRECTOR, AG AND SAC, PHILADELPHIA 
OFFICE, FILED ON OCTOBER 27, 1971, U. S. 
DISTRICT COURT, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 



See memorandum G. C. Moore to E, S, Miller, 



dated 11*1-71, captioned as above, prepared by RPF:ekw/lrs. 



note: 



- 2 - 
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NR002 PH PLAIN 
410PM URG^E'flT 10-27-71 CP 
TO DIRECTOR 

J ATTENTION LEGAL DIVISION 
FROM PHILADELPHIA 62-NEW 



rtWRAt WftWU OF INVRr.GMlON 
COMMUNICATIONS SCCTlOfU 

OCT 2 81971 J^- 
TELETYPE 




r., 



•4 !^>.<ZvA 



1/ 




\fr. Mi l"-iW.j. 
Mr, (Vlal-J' 
Mr. C?x i« 
Mr. CV>;*j 
Mr. ))v\f 
Mr. (>^»^ . 

Ml. POM'J'I 

Mr. Pnft-: . . 
Mr. TavH 
Mr. Walton*. ... 
Mr. »S';^urs 

'Pole. Room 

Mism Ilfilmf'H . 
Mi Candy 



MUHAMMAD KENYATTA, IN CARE OF GREATER PHILADELPHIA BLACK ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE, INC., PHILADELPHIA, PA. , ET AL; VS . J . 

EDGAR HOOVER, DIRECTOR DIRECTOR, FBI, JOHN N. MITCHELL, ATTORNEY GENERAL 0 

THE U.S.; AND JOE D. JAMIESON, SAC, PHILADELPHIA DIVISON, FBI; 
CIVIL ACTION NUMBER SEVEN ONE DASH TWO FIVE NINE FIVE, PHILADELPHIA, 
PA. J* MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION CONCERNING DASH CIVIL SUIT. 




TODAY SAC JOE D, JAMIESON, PHILADELPHIA DIVISION, WAS SERVED 
A SUMMONS RE CAPTIONED MATTER BY U.S. MARSHAL'S OFFICE, PHILADELPHIA. 
BASIS OF SUMMONS CONCERNS CAPTIONED CIVIL ACTION IN THE FORM OF A 
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF LISTING KENYATTA, 
THREE OTHER INDIVIDUALS, AND FIVE ORGANIZATIONS AS PLAIN TjRPFS IN A 
CLASS ACTION. - /. ' <~ }■ 

PLAINTIFFS ALLEGE (ONE) FBI ENGAGED IN UNLAWFUL; INVESTIGATIVE 
ACTIVITY CONCERNING PLAINTIFFS (TWO) SUCH INVESTIG AtflON/CONDUCTED BY 
FBI WHILE EMPLOYING COVERT TECHNIQUES ( THREE) THAT SUCH INFORMATION 
SO COLLECTED IS INDISCRIMINATELY /CIRCULATED (FOUR) THAT MAJOR 
PURPOSE AND RESULT OF AC^/ti'e/s'^E FOR MAINTENANci^A^DfeffifeUT^ON 



I 

OS 



o 



END PAGE ONE ' 

5ON0V12 



8 1171 




PH 62-NEW 
PAGE TWO 



OF THE SECURITY INDEX (FIVE) THAT PURPOSE OF SUCH ACTIVITY IS TO 
HARASS AND INTIMIDATE PLAINTIFFS IN VIOLATION OF THEIR CONSTITUTIONAL 
RIGHTS • 

(ONE) IN COMPLAINT, PLAINTIFFS ASK THAT THE FBI ACTIVITY BE 
DECLARED IN VIOLATION OF THE CONSTITUTION (TWO) THAT THE DEFENDANTS 
AND THEIR EMPLOYEES BE ENJOINED FROM SUCH ACTIVITY (THREE) THAT A 
MANDATORY INJUNCTION BE ORDERED CALLING FOR PRODUCTION IN COURT OF 
ALL RECORDS, ETC., COMPILED DURING FBI INVESTIGATIONS FOR DESTRUCTION 
(FOUR) THAT A MANDATORY INJUNCTION BE ORDERED FOR DESTRUTION 
OF THE SECURITY INDEX DERIVED FROM SUCH INVESTIGATION (FIVE) THAT 
THE COURT ENJOIN THE DEFENDANTS FROM ATTACHING ANY SECURITY CLASSI- 
FICATIONS TO RECORDS AND FILES PERTAINING TO PLAINTIFFS LAWFUL 
POLITICAL AND SOCIAL ACTIVITIES AND (SIX) THAT INJUNCTIVE RELIEF IN 
EXCESS OF TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS BE GRANTED. 

ATTORNEYS OF RECORD REGARDING CAPTIONED MATTER ARE MELVIN L. 
WULF, AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION, NEW YORK $ 
PHILADELPHIA, PA.; 



CONSTITUTIONAL LITIGATION 
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CLINIC, RUTGERS LAW SCHOOL, NEWARK, N.J.J AND FRANK DONNER, 
NEW YORK. 
END PAGE TWO 
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PH 62 -NEW 
PAGE THREE 



EXHIBITS ATTACHED TO THE COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER APPEAR TO BE 
COPIES AND TRANSCRIPTION OF FBI DOCUMENTS STOLEN DURING THE 
BURGLARY OF THE MEDIA , PA.,. FBI RESIDENT AGENCY IN MARCH LAST. 

PHILADELPHIA RECOMMENDS THAT THE DEPARTMENT FILE A MOTION TO 
DISMISS THIS COMPLAINT FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: (ONE) IT IS 
AMBIGUOUS IN N CONTENT AND AN UNOBTRUSIVE HARASSMENT 
TACTIC DESIGNED TO STIFLE LEGITIMATE FBI INVESTIGATION (TWO) THAT 
JURISDICTION IS LACKING BECAUSE OF THE DOCTRINE OF OFFICIAL AND 
SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY (THREE) THAT THE COMPLAINT FAILS TO STATE A 
CLAIM UPON WHICH RELIEF CAN BE GRANTED (FOUR) AND SINCE BASIS OF THE 
COMPLAINT IS UTILIZATION OF COPIES OF STOLEN FBI DOCUMENTS. 

PHILADELPHIA WILL INSURE THAT U.S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, IS AWARE OF THIS MATTER AND UACB WILL NOT 
PREPARE AN ANSWER TO THE COMPLAINT. 

ABOVE INFORMATION IS. FURNISHED BUREAU BY TELETYPE INASMUCH 
AS ATTORNEY GENERAL AND DIRECTOR NAMED AS DEFENDANTS AND SINCE 
ATTEMPTS MAY BE MADE TO SERVE COMPLAINTS AT SOG IN EFFORT TO OBTAIN 
PUBLICITY. 

TWO COPIES SUMMONS BEING FORWARDED BU, ATTENTION LEGAL 
DIVISION BY AIRTEL THIS DATE. 



LRS FBI WASHDC CLR 



END 





t t 



Director, FBI 10/15/71 
SAC, Philadelphia (80-0) 



FORENSIC SOCIETY OF RUTGERS UUIVERSITV 
CAMBKT, H. J. 

REQUEST FOR BUREAU PARTICIPATION III 

PANEL DISCUSSION b6 

b7C 

Enclosed for the Bureau is an original letter 



ndrimpfipri to the SAC, Phi la. , dated 10/13/71, from 

1 as ucll as a copy of an identical letter 
with the* exception it is addressed to the Director. 
These letters request a panel discussion between a 
.Bureau representative and a representative froza the 
'^Aner^ on the topic ^Tha Invasion 

of Privacy^' specifically, the gathering of information 
and utilisation of information about United States citizens 
by Government Agencies* 

It is believed that since these letters were 
directed both to the Director and to the SAC, Phila. , 
they can be answered more properly by one letter from 
the Bureau. 

It is reoonnended that this invitation bo de- 
clined inasnuch as it is not appropriate for the Bureau 
to enter into this type of discussion in public* 



2 ~ Bureau - End* 
1 - Keuark ~ Encl. 
1 - Phila. (00-0) 



• 



* 



November 8, 1971 



District 20 

Community School Board 
1554 81st Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11228 
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Dear 



The kind comments expressed in your letter of 
November 1st are indeed appreciated. Although the concern 
which prompted you to write is certainly understandable, it would 
not be proper for me, as the head of a strictly investigative agency 
of the Federal Government, to comment along the lines you sug- 
gested. I am enclosing publications which you may not have had 
the opportunity to read* 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Hoover 




John Edgar Hoover 
Director 




Enclosures (3) 

The Revolutionary -Guerrilla Attacks Law Enforcement and Democratic Society 
The SDS and the High Schools 



A Study in Marxist Revolutionary Violence: SDS 

.t , c 

NOTE: Bufiies Contain no record of correspondent. 



TRUE COPY 



Community School Board 

District 20 . 

Office of the 
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1554-81 Street 
Brooklyn, New York 
November 1, 1971 



Dear Mr. Hoover, 



For the last 14 years I have been associated 
with community and school affairs. 

The change in our students frightens me ! 

There are number of things I see taking place, 
which should not be. My letter to you, is actually for advice. 

What can be done about the disrespect for our 
flag? More and more fetudents are sitting during the salute! 

a 

The activities by the Civil Liberties union, is 
making my head spin. I attended a meeting withractivists 
students, a principal, whose hands are tied, because of laws 
etc. . . . , teachers and parents. 

How do we remove this under current that . 
prevails in our colleges, high schools, and now I find our^AV 9 &~ 
Junior High Schools? ^S&v ^ 

e NOV 9 




1971 



A' r ™ 

vv >" 



V 



L 



COMMUNIT Y iHOPL BOARD 

DISTINCT 20 




BROOKLYN. N. Y. 

154 
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TRUE COPY 



The so called 'Warren Court, ,f which I found 
to have definite communistic leanings, allowed all these so 
called groups to get footholds through out our school system. 
Legally, is there anything, perhaps as parents or School 
Board members, we can do to prohibit the Civil Liberties 
Union from representing our students against faculty members 
who try to run a decent school? From feeding them their so 
called rights? From Brainwashing them against our govern- 
ment? 

Any suggestions you may give -will be greatly 

appreciated. 

I only wish you could "live" forever - However, 
many thanks for you ail that you do, and have done for our 
country. 

Fondly, 

1 b6 

- b7C 



My views and not the President of the Board! 
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TRUE COPY 
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COMMUNITY SCHOOL, BOARD 
DISTRICT 2Q 



OFFICE OF THjf 
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COMMUNITY SCHOOL BOARD 
DISTRICT 20 
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OFFICE OF THl£ 
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December 13, 1971 



""-American Civil Liberties Union 
156 Fifth Avenue 
New York, H.Y. 



Att? I-lr^t^ye^lHeier; 



Dear Mr. IJeier, 

This is a note, 



that I 



did not 



in partp to say 
appreciate your recent poisonious letter regarding the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation* I can only suggest that y< „ 
you are not informed as to the undertakings of the FBI* C^y\ 
Furthermore » I invite you to send a field represent- 1 
ative to the captioned address in order to find out what 
happened to me and how the FBI came to the rescue. 

Moreover 9 I am at loss to understand hoi? your organ- 
ization can send an acid letter through the United States 
mail. I have taken the liberty of coining a quote in your 
behalf i the resemblance of time to ill gotten gain is 
passing fancy. 

Finally r and in closing r please permit me to point 
out two things. At any time, I am willing to testify before 
Congress as to the unmitigated integrity of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. • . Secondly, if in the event my 
rights as a citizen are violated, I will not call the 
American Civil Liberties Union? I will call upon the time 
tested Federal Bureau of Investigation. • . 



EX-IIS 



¥ery Sincerely, 



"A.C- -<-■-' ■■ ..i . A 



*6/- /'/o 



-13T 




A, 




■•t.'J? 



'X*z -y.r -?*^ <ie y .. * • .v. ;;«'.-. 



The Eoputy Attorney (GcBoral 



Eovember 30, 1971 



Director, FBI 



& 



* *. i-::..i*3..i4.±Z. j 



b6 / 
b7C 



3ae7.o3od is a c<r^y cf a letter tfated i;oyeabsr 24, 
1371, fi-c.-n 3&% Eatfcan r. rV.cT:, Director of Security, 
repartees* of Ec^lth, r :'.;;tka. aud rslfsra^ Washington,. D. C. , 
concerning tho ease of 



] 



[ 



invsv-tig-t-.tcd under the provisions of 



Incentive Crdcr 10430 v.--. ICC a, tho results of which were 
furnishes to the Civil r.;rvico C;:sQiesioa and to the Internal 

1 -■•isrfr.neat of Justice.* 'Ahe Civil 



Security rivisioE of 



]ha 



^ipsion 1-7 



■>•=• .-V- 



ted :>y 14, 1039, advised that 



d received a :i'r,v-):.^Mo dote rain at ion by the 



Ko^art-i-aai of Health, :.:" i n;-.tioii, and Welfare, 



KVH 



UUtajp 

(.'alluhun .. 

CuspeT _. . _ 

Conrad „ 

r>«*»be> 

Cleveland 

Punter 

iMes 

'! «vM . 
Will (em 
wyars 

■Mi-. R«j 



Jis a- result < 
invos.fcisaiive filo r.t ' 

:l£ four unelft?:si£io£ ?? 
released for revlcu hy 



•o-fiLost for a review of bis security 
rir^Casnt of EsaZth, flSdueatibn, 1 and 

asked 



It is ctror.:7ly i;£»t sstich rele&oe of ; 

r;culi1 dr.njcroi-^ 7- .: "oi^;, would not satisfy the ^ncricQa 

givil MI. -?rtics ^ion -vo-.tM urit^^fctocSly f;oe^- additional 

s^cpor^s tjiis co.'-.;», r:..^2 ^v^ald tond to mri^e Individuals 

reluct ant to foruis^ v.o.t ioa to tbo 2131 in invest igfntiotxs us 

E?;:?»Qutivo lOiC-0 t.:.37 rcacw reports containing tlio r©stilt;f|^| 

r.;:o5i intovviev:^ Tvo»:ld s-s^Jcsft to por^n^.I review by the por£?(^fe 
XivszGtZz-::ci&. Sr^ctiob o;£ S:«cutive Order 10 450 cpc^ificaliy^ 

\/ . ■ J 

NOTE ; S^fi memorandum Martin to Cleveland dated 11/30/71 conceal 

I RHE:jaJ. 
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A Pr, 

icj^uca i" comi' 
ofSicicnt r.nd ; 
Loyalty Program 
the program bo 
has been rest at t 



,d iniV^ruation 



j.lr rctivo of ttirch 13, 104?, con- 
. •.-L.iiu;/ of employee loyalty records 
; ^soctttlvo Order £035 ntated that the 
.atratlon of the- federal Employes 
that report© and records relative to 
in strict confidence. Thi 6 position 
^sequent occasions. 



It won 
fall vlthin the 
Act ac "invesii; 



r that the FBI report© in this case 
note<? in the freedom of Information 
lies compiled £or lav; enforcement 
purposes except to the extent available by law to a party other 
than an s~ency, 11 

Your advico in requested an to the response to be 
rdven to the Espartsncnt of Health, Education, and Welfare in 
this matter. The Bajjartrient of Health, Education, and Welfare 
h7;3 been informed that this nutter has been referred to the 
2>cpartnont of Justice for Ito consideration, 

ip 

luclosure 



1 - 



-■■■r~~:.£tant Attorney Or>ne:ral. 

^;v.vo^;;aI Security revision - Enclosure 

/?:;s:Urtant attorney ^c^oral . 
Civil Kl vision - :c^o:Lo-"Juro 



422738 
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•l ..- i&ss "A,-- a. Butior 



• : ; : Attention t Liaison Section * '. 

£t*eptor f IBS aqO-4JUBW>. ?■:•../•- j 

^c^i^ bubbled 57 EBmECfl mcvim 

r .,. You are authorized to arrange discreetly for continued 
- of "Civil Liberties" *»wl "CivlX Liberties in New York" 



forfuso of Bureau, Continue to mark issue© of publications to 
attpntion of Research Section, Domestic Intelligence Division. 

Bureau should be advised 3d days prior to 1972 
ttlens of American Civil Liberties ^lion (ACLU) aenbcr- 
to allow ticte to consider renewals. 

1 i Civil Sights Section, Gener el Investigative Division (Route 

v through for review) (UcGowan) 
I f Hr. M, P» Bow (S221 IB) 

(I)> 61^100 ("Civil Libert ios/V "Civil Liberties in flew York") 




<1* 

r . 



Eenew&lc requested by Seetlon Chief C. h. HcGowan and 
Sis WV L, Bartindale and E« J. HcDonoush, General Investigative 
Division* "Civil Liberties" and "Civil Liberties in New York" 
are of value in keeping abreast of pertinent issues vital to 
nalntaining effective liaison with bar ana other lawyer groups 
and in keeping abreast of civil rights activities. Available 
through membership ($6 and up) in the ACLU. Publications arc 
retained in publications Files, IB, for tea years. 



t 




422739 



4 . nov 23 mi 



i 



.£2 
o 




MAY 1963 iCir.CN 
jSJA-^JEn *Ki NO. 7.7 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



* 

V 



Tolaoii 
Kelt 



to : Mr. E. S. Mill 



FROM 



G. 



C. Moor^f^ 




1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr. 



A, Rosen 

E e S. Miller 



1 - Mr 0 To 
1 - Mr. R. 

v <\ 1 ma Mt 1 f? 

object: LAWSUIT BY ' 
AGAINST DIRECTOR, ATTORNEY GENERAL AND SAG, 



DATE: 10/28/71 

1 - Mr. D. J. Dalbey 



r 



E, Bishop 
D. Cotter 
C. Moore 
1 - Mr. 
R. P. Finzel 




Walters 
Soy are 
Tote. Room . 
Holmes 



Gandy . 



PHILADELPHIA, FILED ON 10/27/71, U.S~ DISTRICT 
COURT, PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 

t * ~u H° adv * se of reported lawsuit filed by the American Civil 

C^ral^N* M^ii^T S FBI DirSCt0r J « Ed ^ Hoover, Attorney 
Sf^f i ^ 5; T ^? e11 and S P ec i^ A gent in Charge Joe D. Jamieson, 

f 10/27/71 q f ° f£iCe> in /- S - District Court > Philadelphia, on ' 
\ S " lt: ^quests end to all FBI surveillances of "lawful 

/political and social activity" and elimination of Security Index, 

A« ^l?/ 28 / 71 edition of "The Washington Post" newspaper, 
page A23, contains an article advising of a class action lawsuit v, 

in^vidL?^ A °i V ° n behalf ° f fiVe antiwar and black groups and fou> 
litrllt f tf l^r^ Sto V^ e FBI and Just ice Department from main V 
St Security Index and f rom circulating reports to FBI officaaj 
S L IT n V §enCieS containing information concerning the V 
ctfJZl IS 1Cal ^ SOCial activlt ^ M of the plaintiffs.. The suit U\ 
charges FBI investigations violate the plaintiffs' rights of free fv\ 

S^'cwSSiSS. 8 ™ 1 Pr@SS> guaranteed under the First Amendment^) 

j 

on FBT ^f 111 * !° ? h ? article > the suit evolved from information I 
JtJll m T techni< I u es and policies obtained from documents 'I 

J enns ^vania, on 3/8/71. Plaintiffs in the class tt J 
action include Muhammad Kenyatta; Black Economic Development \5 

Frf HowSTT ( pf? C) V the W ° menS ^national League for Peace and 
Freedom (WILPF); the War Resisters Le ague (WRL) ; the Nati onal 

Association n-F Ula^V /mr,f,\. " 1 



a Sierra q I 



" Association of Black Students (NABS); a sie 

Club representative; Rotan Edward Lee former student government: 
president, Univer sity of Maryland Easiern Shore CampusHndf^ 
L — 1 the environmental newsletter the "Mound Builders 



i 



Gazette." 



RPF:gb 

(8) v *-* 




l8t97\ 



NOT RECO T>T . 
167 NOV 13 1871 
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I 



*saw-?rrn c'^rsKics *r- .-" - - ,, _ - i T^ 

CONTINUED - OVER 

ZM NOV 9 1971 




Memorandum G, C. Moore to Mr. E. S. Miller 

RE: LAWSUIT BY AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 
AGAINST DIRECTOR, ATTORNEY GENERAL AND SAC, 
PHILADELPHIA, FILED ON 10/27/71, U.S. DISTRICT 
COURT, PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 

Active Bureau investigations are being conducted on 
Kenyatta, also known as Donald Wilson Jackson, a Key Black 
Extremist who heads the Philadelphia black power organization 
BEDC; the WRL, an international pacifist group involved in the 
communist infiltrated Peoples Coalition for Peace and Justice 
(PCPJ) and Rotan Edward Lee, black extremist „ 

Bureau conducted a communist infiltration investigation 
in 1969 on the WILPF Tvnf. Miptp is no active inves tigation at 



present, 



and 



are environ* 



mentalists and ecologists. Their interest in this suit apparently b6 
stems from the allegation of FBI surveillance of Washington, D. C 0 ^ 
Earth Day activities in 1970 as publicly ch arged by Senator 



Neither 



nor 



I | have 



Edmund S. Muskie (Democrat«Maine) . 
been investigated by this Bureau. 

ACTION : 

For information,, The Philadelphia Office has been 
instructed to obtain copies of the complaint in this suit. Upon 
receipt these will be analyzed in coordination with the Office of 
Legal Counsel and copies will be furnished to the Attorney General. 



1> 
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ACLU Files Suit Asking an Fjut 
To FBI Political Surveillancp 



By Claudia Levy 

WftsbhJtfton Post Staff Writer 

The American Civil Liber- , 
ties Union filed suit vesterday 
in U.S. District Court asking 
for an end to aii FBI surveil- 
lance of 'lawful political and 
social activity." 

Tlje ACLU's class action 
suit, filed in Philadelphia on 



league director Aryeh Neier 
said in announcing the action 
here. 

The suit evolved from infor- 
mation on FBI surveillance 
techniques and policies made 



Plaintiffs' in the class action 
include Muhammad Kenyatta 
and his Greater Philadelp hia 
Black Economic^Development 
Conferezicef lhe^Women v s^In- 



~ i/v^ica i«aae oonierence; tne women's In- 
public in March by a group terriaaonal^LeaguTTorP^ 
calling itself ''Citizens Com- tsvpoh*™. t?^- 



arid Freedom; the War Be'sist- 



FBI. Neier said. The group,! Jr., a Sierra J^ub represent- 



behalf of five an^and^s yet unappr^ 

d four indies at the bureau's Media, | datum of BlacirStHents; Ho 



black groups and ■ - u.,.<.-«u .m'uiaj eia:*oii <-.•; ki.-pi- sn.-a^itv Pn 

ijjdua s, seeks to stop the FBIlFa., office and circulated copJ UiTTim^^AS' sti 
K2r t» r tent ; ieS / f ^ P ° rts ° R black ^tifaent gotmnut president at 

Sfr™^^ pea . Ge gr ° UpS ™ de the u ™ s ^ of Maryland's 

ra rea becugt^Jfeqgc, a file by informants and agents. Eastern. Shore Campus, ani 
«T2w5Stion on a broad- Copies of some of the stolen William Hobbs, editor of an 
range of people, and circulate documents, describing activi- : en^ni^ntai 

nL t0 FBI stiffs in the casejcalled the Mound T Bui dors 

fices and other government are being used as evidence. Gazette 

fSSS^M^t a i k 1 tha l the ' The 0nIy reason the FBI In addition to FBI Director 

^b&A^^^ W 'n d PUt 9 T ne ™ der Sur " J " Ed ** Ho °™' Attorney 
Jhe suit says such inf orma- i veillance would be in connec- General John N. Mitchell the 

tion is gathered illegally anchtion with a federal crime, Jus- " imcneu, tne 

circulated indiscriminately, J tics Department spokesman 

violating the rights and dam^John C. Hushen said vester- 

*ging the reputations of those j day. 

The FBI s activities, the suit ^ gate lawful political active 
cnarges, deter the plaintiffs j ties," he added, 
and others like them from I Papers from the Media 
exercising their First Amend- "files, he said, "were taken out 
menl. right to express their [of very selective context by 
assent from governmental I those who did their best to 



Tolson.1 
JSullivarf 
Mohr 



Bishop „ 

Brennan, CD. 

Callahan 

Casper 

Conrad 

Dalbey 

Felt 



Gale 

Rosen 

Tavel 

Walters 

Soyars 

Beaver 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 



3> 



suit names Joe D. Jamison, 
agent in charge of the FBI's 
Philadelphia office. The ma- 
jority of the plaintiffs live in 
the Philadelphia area, 

The plaintiffs have little in 
in common, Neier said, "except 
that the FBI has been watch- 
ing all of them closely and has 
reported on their daily and 
political activities and in- 



e Washington Post 
Times Herald 



4/ Ne> 



e Washington Daity News 

e Evening Star (Washington) 
e Sunday Star (Washington) _ 

iiy News (New York) 

nday News (New York) 

w York Post 



policies to advocate unpopular I embarrass the FBI, "It was quired* into c - r * n* 

e-wreue tneir freedom of as-read both sides that the FBI-istences " The invests Hnxi* 



ie New York Times . 

te Daily World 

le New Leader 



investigations 

the press > v Wll fl restraint in|J*eier said, -furthered m 

0< P 20 LvrluiU » M < n «f w*t f ? alin . g Wlth the peopIe in the-gitimatG aim." The FBFs sur- 
ate JSif^ local |f lies, in connection with maMveillance of Waldron^gan- 
ate«nd feaeral government ters subsecuenflv ni.hii^rt >>i^ t?,^ i^^Z^SSt. 



stateand federal government 
surveniaric^ brought by the 
ACLU around the country, yes- 
terday's is the most important. 



ters suosequenUy publicized." iizer of Earth Uky activities 
He refusea to comment on; here last year, was reported 

^LtH S Q nCe -*° f 1 th ? bur€au,s ! b y Sen. Edmund S. Muslde 
alleged Secunty Index. } (D-Maine). 



te Wall Street Journal 
e National Observer _ 
ople's World 
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TO 



OPTIONAL FORM NO* 10 

MAY 1902 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101 -11.6 



UNITED STATES GjttERNMENT 

Memorandum 

DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 



date: 12/21/71 



from : 
subject: 



SAC, RICHMOND (100-11224) -P- 




~CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
AMERICAN ryrvjT.JJfiF.KTTES UNION (ACLU) 
ASSINST CHlErW^OLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070ft 
IS - NEW LEFT 




Re Richmond letter to the Bureau dated 10/18/71. 

* 

United States Court of Appeals 
Fourth Circuit, Docket #71-1954 

The files of the Clerk's Office of the U. S. 
Court of Apr^a 1 * for the Fourth Circuit. Richmond, were 
reviewed by S $ | on 12/10/71, and contaxned 

the following: 



b6 / 
b7C 



Tn 1-hf 



PULING. Ct 



case. 



of 



versus fkank 5. 



. OTTO DAHLKE andf 

: of Police for the City of Richmond, Va. ; and 
Director of the Department of Public 



Safety tor the City of Richmond, Va.; Commonwealth of Vxrgima, 
United States of America, on 10/15/71, appellants appealed 
the judgment of the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Virginia at Richmond pertaining to the 
photographing of appellants at a public demonstration by the 
Richmond Police Department. 

Briefs as to the grounds on which the appeal 
was made and questions raised are to be filed at a later 
date. 



The Richmond Off^cewill follow this matter for 
Q additional pertinent data. oC(f^Sl , /12 S*7 <f 

flj- Bureau 

uLsVer f «n i 422734 

(4) ^ 





5010-108 , 




wings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



& 



h4' 




Mr, J. Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D.C. 



PERSONAL 



OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 
MAY !9«2 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES, I 



j Memorandum ^ 



^to : DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) date: 2/18/72 

from : SAC, RICHMOND (100-11224) - P - 

subjectoCIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
AMER IC AN_C I VIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHiEF 6T~F0L10K AND DIRECTOR — 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070 
IS - NEW LEFT 

(00: RICHMOND) A 

y 

Re Richmond letter to Bureau, 12/21/71. 

U. S. Court of Appeals, 

4th Circuit, Docket #71-1954 



1 



Files of the Clerk's Office <->f ahnvg r.mi-rf- 



Richmond, Va. , were reviewed by SA 
2/8/72 and contained the following: 



on 



In the appeal of | ~~~ J 



dahlk: 



X 



t no additional petinent action 

has been taken by the Court. 

Richmond will follow for additional pertinent 

data. 



b6 
b7C 



Cm) 



Q Bureau 

2 - Richmond 

ULS/lsw 

(4) 



7* ■ 
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2 1972 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 




4/- / 9# 



A^si&trr: t Attorney General 
Criri.nc.1 Divio ion 

Director, FBI 



AIPiliTl'JS PLIGHT 305 
ECVISSraR 24, 1971 
CniZtE ABOARD AIRCRAFT 



April 18, 1972 



1 - Mr. Rosen 

1 - Mr. Bates 

1 - Mr. Gallagher 

1 - Mr. Matheson 

1 - Mr. Bishop 



This will confirm the conversation on April 17, 1972, 
between Inspector Richard J, Gallagher, Special Agent Robert H. 
Matheson, Jr . , and you. 

The FBI is net a party to any agreement concerning 
irrumity between the Department of Justice and the attorney 
for the author of a manuscript allegedly regarding this hijacking. 
You advised your agreement t:as based on the assurance that 
the author had absolutely no complicity in this matter and 
that ^ if at a later date it was developed that the author 
participated in the hijacking in any manner, the planning of 
the hijacking, or the harboring of the' hijacker, your agreement 
v/ith the attorney would be null and void. You also stated 
no ^ agreement "was made concerning any subsequent arrests 
which might be made as this was within the province of the 
FBI ♦ 

. . It is felt that, under the circumstances, if there 
is good faith on the part of the author and his attorney, 
the PB± should have an opportunity to interview the author 
in -detail concerning this matter a No action is being 
taken at this* time concerning this matter, and the copy of 
the manuscript which''' you furnished is being returned herewith. 



N 



VI 



O 



O 



Enclosure 



ToUon — 

Felt 

Campbell . 

Rohen 

Mwhr 



I i. shop , 

*M2*r, K.S. . 

'V.huun 

(\.s;xr 

Coarad 

D.ilU»y 

Otu eland 

Po.iaor 

U;it<"> 

KuUrl 

natters 

Sojars . 



NOTE: See Gallagher. to 
RJG:RHM/iyl. 



memo, 4-18-72, captioned "Norj 




RJG : RHM/i yl 
(8) 



Tele. Room 
Hol:-*s 
Gantiy . 



MAILED 2 

APR 181972 

-FBI 



ETYPE UNIT CZD 
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OPTIONAL fORM NO. »0 
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4 



TO 



FROM 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT » 

Memorandum 

Mr. Bates\ 
R. J. Gallagher 



{ ' v*\ s MiiIct, E.S. 




date: April 17, 1972 



SUBJECT: N0 RJ A K 



1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 



Rosen 
Bates 
Gallagher 
Matheson 
Bishop 



Callahan 
Cn»|>c»r 
Conrad 
Dalhoy 
Cleveland 
Ponder,* 

Waikart 
Walters 
"Soynrs 
Tele. Room 




& Holmes.^ \< 

ting captioned | 



This is to set forth developments concerning 
case which involves the hijacking of a Northwest Orient Airlines 
plane on Thanksgiving Evening, November 24, 1971, by an individua! 
who, after securing $200,000 ransom and four parachutes, 
parachuted from the plane. Intensive investigation h§,$ been 
conducted to identify and locate the hijacker, who us%d, the name 
of D. Cooper. « b6 

b7C 

On. Saturday night, April 15, 1972 , 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, 
contacted bv an Atlanta, Georgia . attorney, 
known to 



wno us^q Ln< 



was telepnonicailyj 
"Chuck" Morgan, who i{ 



stated Morgan is active,_i^,j:ha \ x 

American" cjivii liberties union (ACLU) and is a^well -known attorney!^ 
Morgan said Tie represented an author who has written a story about 
captioned case. The manuscript was to be submitted to an , 
unidentified publisher later 'this week. Morgan stated the authors ||f 
wrote the story, allegedly based on an interview with the subject .| ~ 
Morgan stated, however, neither he nor the author knew where the f lu 

subject was at this .time. l^lriJ-3L0J^L £; 

NOT RECQBDED j 
j Morgan^ stated he would make availably 1;< a l a copyf < 

of the manuscript, together with a picture of* 
I whose "identity Morgan, did not know. TT ~ " 




hi j acker | 5 
He said he would..do_th±s on U ~ 
J the condition no contact would be mad e * with"' Mo^a^ - or, th x 



, unidentified client* except through 



that no disclosure 



would bejmade where the " information came from, and 'that J_t be used 
1 for ;lead "purposes* to identify 'the hijacker 'I He requested jLmmunity^ 
; for 'his client, tKeJ. author'', '"who , according to Morgan, had.* nothing jj p 
to do * witb Tlihe. hi^a^ king and came "into"' the picture*JL<^g^af ter it„ha| 



occurred,." { 



> ?^:arid picture v would be* made** available. - 



granted immunity* if ~a copy of the manugc 



Subsequently, a copy of\the script was-.delivere^d to | 
However, the picture allegedly is to be mailed~*tb*him. \ 
has made this manuscript^available and from a quick revieV 
it appears the script is based on public-source information and the 
^imagination of the author. Many possible leads were developed and* 
are being handled. The manuscript is being minutely reviewed, andj, 
arrangements have been made to secure the photograph from 
when he receives it:. m^r%^nn s . ; 

BAttL- ■ i . 42.2732 ^;\^ v 

QLS'CCOl^TINUED - OVER 



RJG/RHM:tyl ff ^r:; ^ DB 

fas 



V*' 



Memorandum to Mr, 
Re: Norjak 



Bates 



Our Atlanta Office has advised' Morgan is possibly identical 
with Charles Morgan,- Jr., born March 11, 1930, who resides 'and hasj 
offices in Atlanta, Georgia. Mor gan is allegedly the new .head of 
the ACLU in Washington^ D. Q. r Ee \ | a b7c 

United Staters Air Force doctor, who refused to train medics because 
of his opposition to the Vietnam War. Morgan is on the Executive | 
Committee 'of * the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, formerly 
headed by Dr. Martin - Luther King, Jr. 



ACTION: 



You will be kept advised of all pertinent developments. 



p 



b 



l/ 



9f A ti T£ Lc 7 
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"F>. ^^.t^^^v^ _^«-A^-^ t j-yi^^ViA ^4 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
G5A GEN. REG. NO. 27 



UNITED STATES Gi 



RNMENT 



TO 



i 

Memorandum 

MR. WALTERS ^ 



% 



DATE: 4/12/72 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 




b6 

LIBERTIES UNION b?c 
ALEXANDRIA, VTRGINIA 

INQtJIRY CONCERNING IDENTIFICATION MATTER , 

This is to advise that on 4/12/72 captioned individual 
stating he was calling for the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), 
Alexandria, Virginia, inquired as to FBI policy in making identification 
records available to employees stating that he was referring to an un- 
named individual who was required to be fingerprinted in connection 
with employment in a banking institution. He also inquired a^ to whether 
a private citizen could get a copy of his identification record. 




(attention was directed to Section 902 Public Law 

92-184 enacted by the current Congress which permits the exchange of 
identification records with federally chartered or insured banking insti- b6 
tutions. He was also informed that our identification services are avail- bic 
able only to duly constituted law enforcement agencies and state and local O 
g overnmen ts where authorized by law. No other information was furnished Vj 
toT 



RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. For information. 

JACrnjgftp 




1 V3°£j 



80 APR 17 1972 
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"1 



Dear 



* 



nir^ ... 



Un: /wO^ Departrr ^:it ox uusc-.ee 

*»:« V" 

Was., on, D + C„ 20535 



Attn: Mr. Hcover 



on _ . 
Sine* 
cr ' 



I rcac^ntly requested, and was denied : ,kce 
^' 1 .ng list for the Law En for > o : o L 5 v. * " : vc: n „ 

or'ang directly in lx. 3 with pxobler:^ 
\ .suce, I feel that a icis-cake nas been niu. 



a A n attorney with experience in criminal 

currently receiving a ?ord Foundation granr 
c , .^ed study at Stew York University School 
^ "co an LoLot'U degree Furcaer, as part 
el-. work, I spend a major portion or my time 

. the National Prisoners'- Rights Project of 
xc ^ Civil Liberties Unio4 Foundation o 1 am 
_ c -xir; teaching criminal law and would fx.- d the 

useful, as I have seen interesting copi^. of 
^ oast*, 

A you for your consideration* 

iincerely yours, 



422729 



[ 



Starr Counsel 
prisoners- xc. ;hts Prefect 



60 JAN 2M; 



NOT KEUORDEl) 
191 j^k 24 1972 



£...msH, Board of Directors - '-.sj ng. CiarK, CI- irrr. .;. \a.ona! Advisory Courci" 
..vi. Director ,'\;.. -< • . " ; . Wuit l .TTTco.or - Sanford jay .^o ;c 

..;a jiocior* Staff Counsel: Joel Gor„ - 1 a*. .nceSa;^: .v.-visyn haft • M:^;ele Hc:.rar„' 



i 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MffAYT^2 CPITJON 
' GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101*11.6 



♦ 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



♦# 



TO 



/ 

fit 



■ DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) 

: SAG, RICHMOND (100-11224) - P - 



date: 4/20/72 




FROM 



subject: CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
£ AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA, IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070 
IS - NEW LEFT 
(00: RICHMOND) 



0 



f^fau, 



Re Richmond letter to Bu: 



U. S. Court of Appeals 

4th Circuit, Docket #71-1954 



2/18/72. 



The files of the Clerk's nffiVo r>f r.myi- 




Richmond, Va. , were reviewed by SaT 
4/13/72 and contained the followingT 



ft, 
J on 



/a 



In fchp. annpal of | 
DAHLKE | on 11/24/ 1 L. and 12/23/ /L, a brief 'for 

the appellant ana appellee respectively were filed. These 
briefs, due to the unusual nature of this case, are being 
transmitted herewith to the Bureau. 

On 3/8/72, this case was argued before the court. 

Richmond will follow for additional data. 



b6 
b7C 




Bureau (Encl. 2^^^ 
/L- Richmond 
ULS/lsw 
(4) 




_ REG AA 6/^/ \j 




10> 



m APR 24 m 2 1 



422726 





4 MAY 5 

~ Bhytm. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



i 




1 













New York Civil Liberties Union,84 Fifth Avenue,NewYork,N.Y.1001LTelephone 924-780Q 



Paul 
Staff 



G. Chevigny, 
Counsel 




March 8, 1972 



Jo Edgar Hoqver, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D.C. 




Hoover : 
O 



Mr. ToUo^Lji 
Mr. FelU-^p2 




JMr. Rose^_ r 
tfr. M^br, * '* 

<TCr. Killer, 
Mr. Callahan^. 
Mr. Casper. 

Mr. Conrad _ 

Mr. Dalbey. 
Mr. Cleveland^. 
Mr. Ponder. 
Wr. BateSw> 



Dear Mr. 

riiave had occasion to correspond with you cbi^ 6 
v cerning the above-named individual last year. At that b7c 
time you objected to mv request that your office cease 
attempts to interview | | upon the ground that my 

letter did not state that this office represents! ] 
Please take notice that this office does represent 

m informed tha t agents of your office, 



Mr. Woikort 

Mr. Walters— 

Mr. Soyars 

Trie. Room 

Holmes-. 
Miss Gandy— 



1 



including 
friends of 
to interview him. 



have visited relatives and 
upon the pretext that they wish 
I do not believe that they really 
wish to interview him 0 These visits are intended, I 
maintain, only as a r puqh system of survei llance. 



b6 
b7C 



Agents told persons at 



that they intend 



1 



to return every week . If the agents really want to 
interview l I he is easy to find. Not once, has 



1 ^ 

anv one o f them ever communicated with me or with| | g} 

is apparently being used as a pretext foi harassment;^ 
II object to this as a waste of time and public money, as ^ 
jwell as upon legal grounds. Please put a stop to it. 



b6 
b7C 



Very truly your,s, 
Paul Go Chevigny (J ( / 



a 



CCi 



54APR6 wz 



422727 



It) I'M 28 1972 





Tolson 

Felt 

Campbell . 

Rosen 
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Miller, E.S. . 

Callahan 

Casper . .. . 

Conrad 

Dal bey — 

Cleveland _ 

Ponder 

Bates 

Waikart 

Walters 

Soyars . 



Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



Owensboro , Kentucky 42301 
Dear 



b6 
b7C 



Your letter of March 23rd to the United States 
Government Printing Office was referred to this Bureau and 
received on May 2nd. In reply to your request, the FBI does 
not have literature available for distribution concerning 
the American Civil Liberties Union and information in our 
files must be maintained as confidential pursuant to 
regulations of the Department of Justice. I regret I 
cannot be of assistance to you. 



SincereZw yours , 



JMAILEQ 23 

m 



C. Patrick Gray, Hr 
Acting Director 



/[Ik 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable Bufiles. 



REW:la (3) 



i / 



P/0 
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UWeHabWO, Kentucky 42301 
March 23, 1972 ' 

U«3. Government Printing Office 
Washington. D.C 20402 

Dear Sir: 

Please send me at least 3 or 4 pamphlets on the ACLU ( iSerlo an olro !^ s 
Libertie s Union), especially telling- what J. Edgar Hoover and the JCbJ 
"have sail or written about this ©rg-anization. 

Sincerely voima. 




f tD£RAL BUREAU OF "INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON D,C 20535 
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AFTER 5 DAYS RETURN TO 

UNITED STATES k 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
PUBLIC DOCUMENTS 
DEPARTMENT 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20402 

OFFICIAL BUSINESS 
PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE $300 



sew* ^/-/^-/3 



*s MAY 9 1972 




FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 



F B I 

Date: 




5/18/72 



Transmit the following in 



Via AJRTEL 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 



\ 



Mr. Felt . 
Mr. Mohr 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Bates 
Mr. Bisho; 
Mr. Callah T an 
Mr. Campbell 
Mr, Casper 
Mr. Cleveland 
Lonrad 



TO 

»EROM 



SUBJECT 



ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (ATTENTION: DID) 
SAC, NEW YORK (62-14637) 




Mr. mj4er, EJ3. 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Soyars 

Mr. Waikart 

Mr. Waiters 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Kinley 



Mr. Armstrong*. 
Ms. Herwig — 
Mrs. Neenan _ 



4; 



LETTER TO 100 BANKS FROM ACLU 
MISCELLANEOUS; INFORMATION CONCERNING / 

'// C t I C\ cl V\ f / i j I I a- / n£rT*C > U iUO 
' ' Re telephone 'call to New York from Assistant Director 

CHARLES BATES, 5/18/72. 

Attached for the Bureau's information is a copy of 
the letter referred to during the conversation with Assistant 
Director BATES today. 

This letter was obtained from WILLIAM ZIMMERMAN, ./ 
Staff Correspondent, "American Banker," The Only Daily Banking 
Newspaper, 525 West 42nd Street, New York, N. Y. 



.1 



^zX Bureau (Enc. 1)(RM) 
"1 - New York 

JFM:mms 
(4) 



. Hi' 



1 



EX-HA 



MAY 20 1972 



4MAY3&1972 




Approve^ 



Special Agent in Charge 



Sent 



.M Per 



"fr U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 197! -413-I3S 



FEDERAL* BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

MAY 2 5 1372 i 



NR008 SE PLAI,fi 

7:08 PM NITEfL 5/25/72 DCA ' I 

TO ACTING DIRECTOR, FSI (ATTN: DID) 
FROM SEATTLE (100-NEWXP) 2P 



<0y 



Mr. Toldbi 
Mr. Fdt_ 



Mr. Campbell- 
Mr. Rocen_ L. 
Mr. Mohr 



Mr. Bishop *£M^ 
Mr. m\ler 9 4gBdL 
Mr. Call'" 
Mr. Casper. 
Mr. Conrad — 
Mr. DalW — 
Mr. Cleveland. 
Mr. Ponder.™ 
Mr. Bates , — 




Mr. Wailiart 

Mr. Walters 

Ma S^yars 

Tde. Room 

Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy 



AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, DEMONSTRATION AT SEATTLE, WASH- 
INGTON , JUNE ONE, SEVENTYTWO, IS DASH REVACT . STAG. 00 s SEATTLE^ 

ON MAY TWENTYFIVE, SEVENTYTWO, U. S* MARSHAL 



frod) 




TELEPHONE NUMBER 








1 l \ 

, BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON (SEATTLE SUBURB ) IS WHICH 




ADVISED 



AND TO 



NEW ORGANIZATION IS BEING FORMED TO ASSIST 
INFORM THE PUBLIC CONCERNING GRAND JURY PROCEDURES AND NEED TO RE- 
FORM THEM. THE GROUP WILL BE ASSISTED BY REPRESENTATIVES OF THE J 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION AT SEATTLE AND VARIOUS STUDENT 
GROUPS IN STAGING DEMONSTRATION AT FEDERAL COURT HOUSE, SEATTLE, 



AT NOON JUNE ONE NEXT FOR PURPOSE OF HELPING 



AND HER 



CAUSE. ABOHT TWO HUNDRED PERSONS EXPECTED TO PARTICIPATE. 
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END PAGE ONE 



)jAS C ALLED AS WITNESS BEFORE FEDERAL GRAND JURY, 
LAST AND REFUSED. TO TESTIFY EVEN THOUGH OF- 

Included insummary to White Hausei 
aoi Attoraey General* Dat e Sui^ f^ 




PAGE TWO 
SE 100-NEW 

FERRED IMMUNITY IN CASE WHEREIN DEFENDANT CHARGED WITH VIOLATIONS 
OF INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN PROPERTY, MAIL FRAUD, BANK 
LARCENY STATUTES AND FEDERAL RESERVE ACT. 

WAS SENTENCED IN FEDERAL COURT FOR CON ■ 



ON 



TEMPT TO CONFINEMENT FOR DURATION OF GRAND JURY (ABOUT SIXTEEN 
MONTHS). SHE LATER WAS ORDERED RELEASED BY NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF 
APPEALS, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. HER CASE IS AWAITING FURTHER 
ADJUDICATION, AND SHE IS CURRENTLY CONFINED. 

IS LISTED FOR REGISTRAR'S 



TELEPHONE NUMBER GIVEN BY 



SECTION OF BELLEVUE COMMUNITY COLLEGE, BELLE VUE , WASHINGTON, AND 
PERSON ANSWERING TELEPHONE STATES QUOTE FINANCIAL AID UNQUOTE . 

ABOVE BEING FURNISHED TO SECRET SERVICE, U. S .. ATTORNEY, 
MARSHAL, GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION AND ARMY INTELLIGENCE. 
LOCAL POLICE AWARE. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE: 
TELETYPE FOLLOWS EVENT. 
END 

JDJ FBI WASH DC 
MSG 005 008 CLR 



M?v HORNED 



NOT IDENTIFIABLE SEATTLE INDICES. NO LHM, 



r O 724 9C - D 



MAY 19/2 fc^NTION 
CSA GEN. KIG. NO i> 



^ tJNITKD STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorafkum 



r 



Tolscm 



Aiohr „ ^1 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT 



Cleveland 



DATE 



December 23, 19V1 



T. J. :^/?^y 

iLi/ituras by 



✓ U 3C0 I'll! I TTiii.a 



OiT DLIIXjJ wTJ/ESfc wLiTATii 




MHU-r, ICS. 
Callahan — 
Casper . 



Ponder «^JJ_V«— 

Bates — 

Tavel 



Walters 

Soynrs 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes . 

Gandy . 



The Director lias instructed 



that 



r.n analysis be 



& f /C w 



prepare t 

>„ one comments ox Herman Schwartz, a professor of law at the 
.,-cr.te University of Now York in Buffalo, which appeared in his 
study entitled "A lieport on the Costs and Benefits of Electronic 
Su^y4illances . " A co-oy of this study, which was published oy 
theSg&erican Civil Liberties. Union (ACLU) , is attached hereto. 



Bureau files reveal that the author is a 40-year-old 
Harvard graduate who has been active for the past decade in 
various movements to establish. prison reform, eliminate capital 
-ounishmcnt, and similar endeavors. In 1901, while -a momoor ox 
Senator Jacob Javits* law firm, Schwartz appeared before a 
Senate Subcommittee as a representative of the ACLU and sta-ceo. ni 
o-o-oosition to wiretapping and eavesdropping in any form. >;hen^ 
interviewed in 1968 as -a reference for a Departmental applicanc, 
Schwartz objected to a Question regarding the applicant s- loyally, g 
I contending that he does not consider a person's loyalty either 
'important or relevant to his employment. g 

Schwartz 



As might be ejected with this background, then, 
is highly critical of the Government's use of electronic 
surveillance devices , ■ even' under the court orders provided 
in Title III of the- Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
19o3. Fe implies that there is something pernicious in the 
that the Administrative Office of the United States Courts 
cost figures and results from court-approved installations only, 
using this as a springboard to attack the national securicy 
installations made under the authority of the Attorney General. 
The latter, he indicates, are widespread, devious, and unconrrollec, 
He also claims that they are utilized as political weapons against 



for £ 
Act of § 
£c.ct 

include 



a <~x c: r\ n ct n n jr 



^m3Jc±L^k±i& present Admix? i SL±ra± i on 
brothers , and 



linclosu^e 

1 t Itosen 
krtl Felt 



i J 





0 

1972 



- Mi" 



CONTINUED 



sir . 
Llr . 
Mr. 
Mr. 
LIr . 



DalbeNOT RECORDED 

MiiltZ csstespf' rmr-xrrsa bsx=sk^} 

Cleve4§nJUN : 7 W 

Callahan 

Bnery— ? 



Memorandum to ur. Cleveland 
*to: proposed Hearings by 

Senator IlcClellan's Subcommittee 

of Jnitod States Senate 

on Electronic Sui-veillances 

Schwartz accuses both the Director and the Attorney 
General ox deliberately downplaying the actual number o? 
national security installations over the years but carefully avoids 
dealing xn specific facts which cm be refuted with facts. He 
also alleges that the Bureau has monitored lawyer-client conversa- 
tions, even though we meticulously follow the Departments 
instructions in immediately cutting off such a conversation 
sthe moment it starts. 

i . V/ith respect to the use of court-approved installations 

JSchwarts tries to buttress a weak case by hinting that the 
Results are disproportionately low when compared with the cost 
iiigaros involved. In so doing, however, he" deliberately or otherwia 
^ignores the natural time lag involved between monitoring and 
ultimate arrest, indictment, and conviction. A review of his 
allegation that "Tens of thousands of people are reported to 
have been overheard by Federal Agents" reveals that he is talking 
.-bout 60,000 persons monitored by local and Federal agencies, 
of which less than 15,000 were Federal (and not all of these by 
the FBI) „ 

Without meaning to, Schwartz makes the Bureau's use 
of courL -approved installations look good on two separate occasions. 
On one, he shows that our percentage of incriminating intercepts ' 
has run as high as 82% and, on another, that .our operating costs 
are kept as low as possible. In the latter instance, he tries 
to save face by accusing either the Bureau of underestimating or 
the other agencies of overestimating these costs. ^ 

In other sweeping generalizations, he misintex-prets the 
law by stating that only the central subject of an electronic 
surveillance is of prosecutable interest and that the 
surveillance should be discontinued as soon as one incriminating 
conversation is overheard; claims that no major organized crime 
figures have been convicted to date (ignoring such high-ranking 
i^Cosa Nostra leaders as Samuel ilizzo DeCavalcante and Nicholas 
aattenni); and misquotes a statement by the Director in The F3I 
Story on the dangers of uncontrolled wiretapping by deliberate t y 
leaving out the word "uncontrolled." 
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IJe;noranuuiu to lir* Cleveland 

lie; Proposed Hearings by" 

Senator IJcClcllan ? s £ubcorauiittee 

of United States Sonrtc 

on Uloctxonic Surveillance's 



In ^uraxrv, the ruthor's £ coble nttonpt to discredit 
ootl; mtionnl security and Title III court-airoroved olectronic 
surveillance through tho cirnipulation of statistics bused on 
specious reasoning has not been success iul. 



For information pursuant to the Director's instructions 
This review and analysis was coordinated with the Administrative 
ana domestic Intelligence Divisions'. 





ruoi.iorrai, aa to IJr. Cleveland 

lie: Proposed Hearings by 

Senator LlcClollan *s Subcommittee 

of United !3tates banrtc 

on Electronic Surveillances 



di^it . XL. : 

D 0 J. Dalbey to Jr. Tolson memorandum ox 
December 20, 11)71, cot forth comments attributed by newspapers 
to Herman Schwartz, a professor of law at the State University 
of i;ew Yorli in Buffalo, which were critical of the Government *s 
cost figures with regard to the use of electronic surveillances . 
The Director instructed that an analysis of Schwartz *s allegations 
bo prepared as background material for the captioned hearings, 

Schwartz *s allegations appear in his current study, 
published during December, 1071, by the American Civil Liberties 
Union (ACLU) entitled ,T A Leport on the Costs and Benefits of 
Llectronic Surveillances , u (copy attached) . With regard to the 
author, Bureau files reveal BcHwartz jto be a 40 -year -old graduate 
of Harvard University who has been active for the past decade in 
various movements to establish prison reform, eliminate capital 
punishment, and similar endeavors. Ill May, 1961, he appeared as a 
representative of the ACLU before the United States Senate 
Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights, Committee on the Judiciary, 
to state his objections to wiretapping and eavesdropping in any 
form. Five months later he was appointed Assistant Counsel to the 
Judiciary Committee *s Subcommittee on Antitrust and Monopoly. 
At the time of his above testimony, Schwartz was a member of 
Senator Jacob Javits ? law firm in New York City. Since September 
of 1963 he has been employed as a px-ofessor of law at the State 
University of New York in Buffalo. It might be noted that when 
Schwarts was interviewed in 19.SQ as a reference given by a * 
Departmental applicant, he objected to a question regarding the 
applicants loyalty contending he does not consider a person 7 s 
loyalty as important or relevant to his employment. 

Though the reports of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts by law include only cost figures and 
results from court -approved installations pursuant to Title III, 
Schwarts would imply that there is something pernicious in the 
fact that similar cost and result figures regarding national 
security coverage approved by the Attorney General are not included 
in these reports. With .regard to national security surveillances 
(wiretaps and microphones),, he makes sweeping allegations that the 
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Meraoranduu to Mr. Cleveland 
lie : Proposed Hearings by 

Senator LlcClellan *s Subcommittee 

of United States fJenatc 

on Electronic Curve illances 

Government f s use of the technique in this area is widespread, 
devious, and uncontrolled. For example, he states "national 
security surveillance involves -a -great raany taps and buys, 
on rarny , many people, over lone periods of time; the total 
number per year is unknown. . , virtually overy prosecution 
ox someone whose politics are distasteful to the Government 
seens to turn up a national security tap or bug* tf 

In a subsequent passage, Schwartz names some of the 
individuals whom he -no doubt refers to 

to tlae Government* 
the Y/hite Panthers, 



ThfiSft inn In rip 






the r.lavdav 


defense League, and 



;p-i 

throat to national security which individuals included in the above- 
named groups as having politics distasteful to the Government 
represent . 

b6 

Schwartz takes issue with statements by the Director b?C 
and the Attorney General that the Government engages in a relatively 
small amount of national -security surveillances. He declares that 
figures showing the number of installations furnished by the 
Director and the Attorney General are misleading and he attempts 
to make a comparison with the number of court-approved installations. 
He argues that figures supplied to Senator Edward Kennedy by the 
attorney General indicate the Government tapped and bugged thrde 
-cimec as many days for national security purposes as it did pursuant 
to court orders. He does not, however, cite any actual comparative 
figures. 

Using Fred Graham of the "New York Times" as his 
authority, Schwartz declares there is a long history of Government 
'tuplicity regarding the actual number of domestic security wiretaps 
in operation at any one time. lie accuses the Director of "artful" 
references in prior years" to less than 100 wiretaps which 
carefully omit reference to a huge number of bugs (microphones), and 
states that some taps were discontinued the day before the 
Director's testimony so he could present a low figure on the day 
he was testifying. He adds' that the Director has, of course, 
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Memorandum to 2*r. Cleveland 

So: Proposed Hearings by 

Senator McClellan "s Subcommittee 

of United States Senate 

on Electronic Surveillances 



indignantly denied this allegation. In the national security 
area, Schwartz does not base any of his arguments on facts 
which can be disputed with facts. Sis whole approach is based 
on his own highly biased philosophy on wiretapping coupled with 
the unfounded and often vicious allegations made by such individuals 
as Fred Graham, 

Completely ignoring the vicious and terroristic nature 
Ojl the Jewish" Defense League and its attacks on Soviet diplomats, 
Schwartz criticizes the fact that the Attorney General authorized 
a wiretap on the Jewish Defense League in connection with foreign 
security matters. He also alleged that lawyer-client cases 
were overheard in this matter. The latter allegation is ridiculous. 
The Department has strict instructions to assure that monitoring 
of conversation is stopped immediately on determining that it is a 
conversation between lawyer and client. We adhere to these 
instruct ions me t icu lous ly . 

Schwartz's -philosophy concerning wiretaps obviously 
blinds him to any justification that might be offered for national 
security surveillance. To him there ism justification. He 
therefore attempts to use allegations which are already discredited 
and makes use of half-truths, innuendoes and outright misstatements 
to support his own position in opposition to wiretapping. 

With regard to national security electronic surveillance, 
newly appointed Supreme Court Justice Powell places Schwartz's 
whole ridiculous philosophy in its proper perspective when he * 
was recently quoted as saying "the outcry against wiretapping is a 
temoest in a teapot. There are 210,000,000 Americans. There are 
only a few hundred wiretaps annually, and these are directed against 
people who seek to subvert our democratic form of government. 
Law-abiding citizens have nothing to fear." 

In his slanted analysis of costs, benefits and results 
of electronic surveillances, using statistics in the 19S9 and 
13Y0 reports of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts," Schwartz attempts to minimize the effectiveness of 
Title III court-approved. .installations by stressing comparatively 
few arrests and convictions contained in these reports. This 
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Memorandum to J.Ir* Cleveland 

He: Proposed Hearings by 

Senator llcClellan'o Subcommittee 

of United otatcs Senate 

on Electronic Surveillances 



presents a myopic view since there is, of course, a tine lag 
bo'c;;oori use o:c an electronic surveillance installation and 
subsequent prosecutive action, such as conviction, which .my not 
be recorded in the same year covering the report on the nuuber 
of installations. With regard to the Courts 1 1070 report on the 
use of electronic surveillances, the actual arrest and conviction 
figure is much- higher than the 1970 report, taken by itself, would 
indicate, since most convictions resulting from court-approved 
installations during 1970 have taken place in 1971, or are yet to 
be processed through the courts , 

One indication of just how misleading Schwartz's 
study is appears in his accusation on the first page of his 
report that "Tens of thousands of people are reported to have 
been overheard by Federal Agents in hundreds o±* thousands of 
reported surveillances 0 " An even cursory analysis of the annual 
reports of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts 
would have shown the author that the figures he quotes include 
state and local intercepts as well as Federal* Instead of more 
than 60,000 people he indicates to have been overheard by Federal 
authorities during 1968, 1969, and 1970, the correct figure 
would be less than 15,000. This latter reduced figure, of Course, 
includes use of court -approved installations by all Federal agencies, 
not just the FBI 0 

After raising the specter of the invasion of a large 
number of peoples' privacy by court-approved surveillances, 
Schwartz tends to defeat his own argument by acknowledging thih 
ill Federal installations used during 1989 and 1970, the percentage 
°£ incriminating conversations of all those intercepted" was very 
high. By his own compilation he notes that of all conversations 
intercepted in Federal installations during 19S9, 82% were 
incriminating • In 1970, he lists the figure at 70%. This alone 
would tend to confirm that the use of Title III authority at the 
Federal level was well thought out and targeted with a high degree 
of selectivity o 
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Lemorandum to l;Ir. Cleveland 

lie : Proposed Hearings by 

Senator UcClellan T s Subcommittee 

of United states Senate 

on Electronic surveillances 



Schwartz also erroneously concludes that in obtaining 
tlvL. iii^a percentage of incriminroing intercepts, using l: 
bookmaking operation as his example, "the operator is the only 
one who is liab3e to be prosecuted, and the large number of 
incriminating intercepts does not really strengthen the case 
against hici. It merely indicates the size of the operation," 
This conclusion is rather graphically refuted by a factual case 
in point. Use of Title III authority by our Newark office 
resulted in the convictions not only of the "operators" in a 
major illegal gambling syndicate , but also the convictions of the 
organised crime leadership element controlling it, including 
La Cosa Nostra "boss" Samuel Rirszo DeCavalcante , 17 of his 
lieutenants considered key gambling figures in the State of 
Now Jersey, and many others for a total of 49 convictions in all 
in this one case . 

Schwartz also attempts to raise a question regarding 
the propriety of continuing an electronic surveillance installation 
after an incriminating conversation is first intercepted* He 
ignores the fact that the law specifically provides that if the 
nature of the investigation is such that the authorisation for 
interception should not .terminate upon first receipt of the type 
evidence sought, the application for the court order should so 
specify that there is probable cause to believe that additional 
communications of the same type will occur on a continuing basis* 
It should be noted that practically all of our Title III 
installations involve continuing criminal conspiracies and in^ 
each instance, we specifically call the court* G attention to 
this in our affidavit in support of application, providdng 
justification for the court to allow the surveillance to continue 
beyond the first fragmentary receipt of incriminating conversation 0 
Schwartz, of course, also ignores that these electronic surveillance; 
are carried on under conditions of on-the-scene supervision by a 
Government attorney (or attorneys) who reports progress as received 
to the issuing judge who, after all, is the individual who makes 
all final decisions on continuance or termination, as provided by 
law. 
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LTemors i-xiua to lir. Cleveland 

lie : i'ropo&oci Hearings by 

Senator SZcClollan's Uibcommittee 

of United ktates Cenate 

oil Electronic (Surveillances 



In further attempts -co belittle results achieved 
iro.: Government's use of Title 111 authority, the author 
conceive -chut the list of those arrested, indicted, or convict-d 
carougM -cue use of this authority is not impressive. Aooarenxly, 
ne is eicaor unaware of a number of organized crime leader 

a_vescco, indicted or convicted," or is not capr.blo of 
^ c _°g. niz:L £S one if he v;ero to see the name. In addition to 

boss BeCavalcante mentioned above, our use of Title III 
authority in Now York recently resulted in the conviction of 
^icnolas ilattenni, a high-ranking LCJ? figure, and several others, 
inducting -chree corrupt Nov; York State police officers, on charges 
summing irom the operation of an illegal gambling combine 
estimated -co be handling more than $100,000,000 per year in wafers. 
m_ aooi-cion, other national organized crime leaders and their ° 
suoorciinates are currently awaiting-. prosecution as a resuit of 
i'Bx use of Title III authority. 

To further typify the author's studied attempt to 
misrepresent facts, our attention is drawn to a footnote he 
carries on page 38 of his report. Here he stated "Indeed 
even mr. Hoover once called electronic eavesdropping *a handicap 
to che development of sound investigational technique, ' although 
coday this 'handicap* has apparently been overcome,' at least in 
hoover s eyes." This appears to be a deliberate miscmote from a 
passage m the . FBI Story , a history of the Bureau written by 
JJ ° n waicehead, wherein the Director is quoted as saying that the 
uxiconcrolled use of wiretapping was a handicap in the "development 
ox ernical, scientif ic,^and sound investigative technique." 

Schwartz, in his attack upon the manpower costs involved 
in electronic surveillances, used as examples the costs of Federal 
investigations in various jurisdictions. As an illustration 
, he used the costs of six Federal investigations conducted in 
taiiiornia during 1070 as a result of court orders. By .the 
comparison, he attempted to demonstrate the variance between 
•che^ average narcotics investigation costs and costs involving 
gamoling and non-narcotics investigations. He contended that either 
enc narcotics costs were overstated or the FBI costs were 
understated. A review of /che reported court orders for California 



Slcuioranduia to Mr. Cleveland 

'ilo: Proposed Hearings by 

Lena tor McClelland Subcommittee 
of United States Senate 
on Electronic Surveillnceo 



indicated 13 court orders wore utilized by Federal agencies 
la 1970, Of tiio aiz Cciwprtr? coloctod, ho compared the three 
highest average costs for narcotics investigations with three 
of "the Bureau's lowest average costs in gambling investigations,, 
Ec omitted one court order, a gambling matter which would have 
defeated his comparison. Schwartz's table in this example 
obviously was not a valid random sample. 
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Professor >ays who Results 
Don't Jusi.fyi! to Costs 



V/AS ii> \ ro:v Dec. i — A 
'►rvv prc:V * >r In*.. vrriUeii a 
report' 10: t *e -rlc;.n Civil 
L^e/tic^ U-s Ending that 

Go\ crn.r : :ti e<*\ t^dropoing, 
though bringing hundreds of 
thousands of conversations 
within ils net, is ineffective and 
c^nensive. 

:^er;r5un Schwartz of the 
Stuxo verity cf New York 
at Buff;!> ys.d i\i interview 
♦:ore v cplc don't under- 

s!iind 1^ < ;i;jca eavesdropping 
ih* Cover, i.. :nt is doing." He 
says in his paper, "Summary 
of the Jading* the Amount, 
drifts and Costs of Official 
Electronic Surveillance," that in 
1070 a total o; 097 court orders 
resulted in federal and state: 
agents overhearing CSI,$G5 con- 
versations involving 25,652 
people. 

In 193S, according to his 
paper. which ; s based on court 
reports, 302 judicial orders re- 
sulted U -owrmental wiretap- 
ping or bugs^S of 173,711 con- 
versions involving 31,436 
people. 

Possibility of Duplication 

Mr, Schwartz says that the 
number of individuals over- 
heard may be less because of 
the possibility or duplication. 
But he says that this is not 
Hkely to be a high percentage 
"si;:ee the overlap would occur 
primarily where one is some- 
now involved with the subject 
of several investigations." I 

Mr. Schwartz's paper will be 
issued shortly as a report by 
the A.C.L.U. In it, he argues 
that governmental eavesdrop- 
ping results in relatively few 
convictions; that the money 
costs of eavesdropping are 
"grossly understated," even 
though Federal and state re- 
ports put them at $3-miilion in 
1970; and that the social costs 
make electronic eavesdropping 
undesirable. 

"The figures siiow," accord- 
ing to Mr. Schwartz, "an enor- 
mous amount o;f surveillance 
affecting many people, at great 
exfjcnsj^and with uncertain to 
meager reiults." 



A'V^jthlralion*; V:;,w 



« 



The A<hnh ^sfctvi: . :*ad 
it regard- electric surveil- 
lance % J w-C':U\*ce- 
ncnt fJio*. In OCvCi/x-r Atoomoy 
General John NT. ^ilcleil said 
th:,t "in les* than inrci? years, 
r^proxixiueiy ^curt-au- 
thorized wiretaps replied in 
more th:,n 1,500 r,ire>:s" ir.d 
"more than 170 convictions " 

He added, however, that he- 
cause o f the "long time before 
many couru; ca* hear these 
c<;se', we have no .rue corre- 
lation ns yet beiwin wiretaps 
and convictions." 

Mr. Schwartz savs that Fed- 
ora! eavesdropping in 1070 
has 50 far produced 4B convic- 
tions Lnd <;J3 arrests out of 
10,261) people and ^7,780 con- 
versations overheard. "An in- 
teresting breakdown," he says, 
"is that for the 21 nongam- 
bllng and nondrug cases, the 
results were no convictions." 

"Since it seem:; clear that 
gambling and drugs cannot, ei- 
ther be stamped cui; or freed 
from criminal entanglement 
merely by law enforcement 
techniques," Mr. Schwartz asks 
"is it worth allowing such c 
gross invasion of privacy?" 
Cost Figures Questioned 
The professor questions the 
cost figures for. electronic sur- 
veillance officially provided- 
$2-million for the Federal Gov- 
ernment and Sl-milllon for the 
states in 1970— because they 
omit "the enormous amount of 
man-hours by lawyers, judges 
and investigators to prepare 
applications, to keep records 
and to handle court chal- 
lenges" and because "there are 
unexplained cost differences 
between similar types oi 
i eavesdropping." ' 

According to Mr. Schwartz, 
/"F.B.L and Strike Force cost 
figures are much lower than 
Narcotics Bureau figures." 
Summing up, he says: "It 
' would, of course, be foolish to 
contend that electronic surveil- 
lance is of no value [but] the 
privacy of at least tens of 
thousands of people has been 
invaded [and] many miilions of 
dollars are being spent at a 
time when social services, 
wfticft might help to get at 'the 
roots jpf the forces, that breed 
crime, "are" being starved/' 
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PROPOSED HEARINGS BY SENATOR 
MC CLELLAN'S SUBCOMMITTEE OF 
UNITED STATES SENATE ON 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 
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Two recent newspaper items described a report written by 
Herman Schwartz, a Professor at the State University of New York at 
Buffalo, which was critical of the results of electronic surveillances. 
Schwartz claims that the cost figures concerning electronic surveillances 
officially provided by the Government are inaccurate and are "grossly 
understated. " His conclusion is that the costsof electronic surveillances 
in terms of financial expenditures and in terms of invasion of privacy 
are greater than the return. 

The Director noted these articles and in connection with the item 
which appeared in the December 16, 1971, edition of the "Miami Herald" 
captioned "ACLU Says Wiretaps Costly, Of Little Use, " the Director 
commented "Be sure we include an answer to this in my statement for 
McClellan Committee. H. " The Director noted on the second news 
item which was from the December 15, 1971, edition of the "New York 
T imes, " captioned "Wiretaps Called Ineffective Tool, " as follows: "See 
that we have an accurate analysis of this 'bird' Schwartz's diatribe in my 
McClellan material. H. " 

<« 

It is noted that the 'New York Times" article states that Schwartz's 
paper will be issued shortly as a report by the ACLU. In view of the fact 
that apparently it has not yet been published, it will be unavailable unless 
we are able to obtain a copy through friendly news sources. In order to 
comply with the Director's instructions, it may be necessary for/Crime 
Records Division to call upon friendly news sources. 

kkciosuas /, / _ , n 0 ^ 

f ' J_ 0 , JUN 1 j»72 

NOT RECORDED 



I 



1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



- Mr. Felt 

- Mr. Soyars 

- Mr. Rosen 
Mohr 
Bishop 
Callahan 
Cle^elan 




- Mr. 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 

- Mr. 





JUN 7 1972 
. / CQN33NUED - OVER 



/ 



Memorandum to Mr. Tolson 
( Re: PROPOSED HEARINGS BY SENATOR 
^ ^ MC CLELLAN'S SUBCOMMITTEE 

VV RECOMMENDATIONS: 
t Ji ~ ~ ~" 

§ >V \ That Crime Records Division obtain a copy of the Schwartz 

\J Paper ^captioned "Summary of the Findings on the Amount. Benefits, 

^\ and.gosts of Official Electronic Surveillance. " 



2. That the Administrative Division and the Special Investigative 
Division review the allegations concerning electronic surveillance statistics 
and costs, and provide an accurate analysis of Schwartz's paper to Legal 
Counsel who will incorporate this material into the Director's McClellan 
Committee material. 
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WASHINGTON -1 Gov-" 
crnment wiretapping is far 
siore pervasive and costly 
out Jess legally useful than 
Gtacial fjgures indicate, an 
American Civil Liberties 
Union report contends. 

The report, a ccpy of 
which was obtained by The 
Los Angeles Times, asserts 
that government wiretap- 
pers have monitored hun- 
dreds of thousands of con- 
versations by tens of thou- 
sands of people — "Many if 
not most of whom are quite 
innocent." 

Prepared by Herman- 
Schwartz, a law professor at 
the State University of New 
* York at Buffalq, the report 
will be distributed by the 
A C L U later this week. 
Schwartz is writing a friend- 
of-the-court brief for the 
V ACLU in a key wiretapping ' 
issue now before the Su- 
preme Court. 

Schwartz used wiretap- 
Ping figures issued annually 
oy the administrative office 
of the U.S. Courts, but ex- 
pressed them in totals rather ■ 
than the averages in the 
government report. 

Thus, while the official re- 
port noted that the 583 state 
and federal listening devices 
installed in 1970 picked up 
an average of 44 persons 
and 655 conversations, 
Schwartz calculated •> that 
this added up to 381,865 
conversations by 25,652 per- 
sons involved. 



12-16-71 
Miami Herald 
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SAC, Louisville (100-1758) 
Acting Director£M09- ^ '"Y 



* 



KENTUCKY CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (KCLU); 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
BTFCRMATION CONCERNING (IS) 

AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION CONCERNING 
BANK RECORDS, LEGAL IOATTERS 



0/10/72 

1 - Mr. Miller 
1 - Mr. Dalbey 
1 - Mr. Mintz 



ReLS Let to the Burenu dated 5/25/72. 

Referenced letter requested information that might be used 
in discussions with banls officials regarding the availability of bank 
records. You should review SAC Memorandum 5-72 dated 6/13/72, 
which furnished such information for that purpose. 

JAMrdelvA) 
(6) V 



NOTE: Based on incoming letter from Louisville dated 5/25/72, same 
caption. 



' 1 'I 



Felt 

Mohr 

Rosen 

Bates , 

Bishop 

Callahan _ 
Campbell _ 

Casper 

Cleveland . 
Conrad . 



Dalbey _ 
Marshall . 



Miller, E.S 

Ponder 

Soyars >_____ 

Walters 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Kinley 

Mr. Armstrong. 

Ms. Herwig 

Mrs. Neenan 




ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED . 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED * 
DATEJSl '^tfzM. 




0H 



V-- 



MAIL ROOM 



TELETYPE UNIT I I 



MAY 1<*2 EDITION 
OSA FPMR (41 CFR) lOMt.t 



5RNMENT 



TO 



fro: 



SUBJEC 




UNITED STATES G^^I 

Memorandum 



ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI 

(Attn: Office of Legal Counsel) 



LOUISVILLE (100-1756) 



ICENTUCKY_CKIL. LIBERTIES UNION (KCLU); 
!RICAN_CiyiL LIBERTIES-UNlOl (ACLU) 
FORMATION CONCERNING (IS) 



f 



date: 



5/25/72 





\ AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION CONCERNING 
BANK RECORDS , LEgAL MATTERS 



Attached to each copy of this letter^afs a 
xerox copy of a letter dated 5/10/72, from JOHN^ABUN, * 
Executive Director, Kentucky Civil Liberties Union (KCLU), 
a^bTahch^of^he~~American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) • 
Although the addressee has been blocked out at his request, 

in the event of dis semination outside of this Bureau . 

it waq a ddr f^qg^pd to | | 
Lou isvilie, Kentucky CProtect-request;<« 



i nrf-fp r furnished by 

Louisville, urges that no member ot the 



o v 



bank T s staff be permitted to furnish information from bank 
records to any governmental investigator except in response 
to a subpoena and that a subpoena not be responded to until 
the customer involved has been notified and has had a chance 
attack the subpoena in court ♦ 



The lett er was furnished by 
who indicated that 



2 



letter, on advice of the bank's attornies, | 

had instructed that information concerning- customer 's 
accounts not be furnished to law enforcement agencies 
without subpoena. ~~2^* 

Bureau (RM) (Attachments 4) ENCLOSUBl' 
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3 - 



(2 - Office of Legal Counsel) 
Louisville (1 - 100-1756) (KJSJf) 




(1 - 66-2212) 

(1 - 100-197) (SCEF) 
G\¥H:pwm 
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uy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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| reply to the KCLU letter was non- 
committal but indicated that he shared the concern of KCLU 
for protection of privacy* 

The letter received by the bank consisted of a 
typewritten first and fourth pages, the second and third 
pages having been reproduced which would seem to indicate 
that the whole letter may have beai furnished KCLU locally 
by some other source, possibly the national office of ACLU 
or some other organization operating in the civil libertarian 
field. If so, the letter may very likely be a part of 
a nationwide campaign to stop banks from furnishing infor- 
mation to law enforcement agencies ♦ 

To date this office does not know whether or 
not other Louisville banks have received such letters. 
Discreet inquiries have been made of one bank. No other 
inquiries are contemplated because such inquiries might 
serve to alarm other sources needlessly. 

Cutting off this type of information will 
seriously limit coverage of financial operations of one 
Communist Front type organization operating on a nationwide 
basis out of Louisville, In addition, it may become vital 
to be aware of the financial ^atus of a Black Panther 
group currently active in Louisville. The effect of such 
a restriction on investigations in the criminal field has 
not been considered, but it could sevei&y hamper some 
investigations • 

Reference is made to SAC letter 72-17, 3/21/72, 
Section (E) , "LAWSUITS AGAINST THE FBI," which outlines 
a suit by the FIFTH AVENUE PEACE PARADE COMMITTEE, against 
the Director of the FBI, the Assistant Director in Charge 
of the New York Office, and the Amalgamated Bank of New York 
in which the USDC, SDNY held that the FBI had authority 
to gather intelligence information regarding demonstrations 
and that the bank had not violated plaintiffs 1 rights by 
releasing information to the FBI* 



LS 100-1756 



In view of the indication that the KCLU letter 
may be part of a widespread campaign and therefore of 
general interest to the Bureau and because the legal 
question may have previously been : 0onSidea?ed toy , ^ 
the Bureau, the Bureau is requested to furnish Louisville 
with a copy or brief of the decision mentioned in SAC 
letter 72-17, and any other decisions in point which 
Louisville might use in an attempt to pursuade the 
authorities of the First National Bank to reconsider and 
possibly change their position and to present to officials 
of any other bank which may receive a letter similar to the 
one attached ♦ 



May 10, 1972 • 



I am -writing .to urge -that you .take- -action to orotect the 
privacy of persons and institutions maintaining accounts' at 
your bank. 

A person writing a check or making a deposit in his bank 
account ordinarily assumes that these day-to-day transactions 
are no one's business but his own. The assumption seems 
reasonable, but it is wrong. Recent events have brought to 
light the sorry fact that many banks abuse their customers' 
trust. Acting far beyond the obligations imoosed upon them 
P.7 law, many banks voluntarily.. allQW„ag.ent.s. ..of the government— 
police, FBI agents, investigators for Congressional committees — 
to examine at will the records of individual and organizational 
accounts, without the permission or indeed the knowledge of 
• any- of" "the people" involved. " In 3c^aoing"these I bank's "have " 
allowed themselves to play a key role in the government's 
increasing surveillance of politically active citizens. 

Some threads of the surveillance web are by now well-known: 
the Army dossiers on civilian--!^c > ti^sjb% t ^ 1 jioXlc.e. and FBI files 
on .demonstrators, Congressional committee files on "controversial 
organizations" — all recording the words and deeds of countless 
peace groups, students, civil rights leaders, -black militants, 
radical Rightists and Leftists, and the promoters — including a 
number of Congressmen, Senators, and Presidential candidates — 
of a wide variety of causes from welfare, rights and farm 
workers' unionism to ecology. The place of bank records in this 
surveillance scheme is obvious. If the government can determine 
how each of these people in which it is so interested spends his 
money — to which publications he subscribes, to which politically 
active persons and organizations he makes donations — it has 
learned most of what there is .to know about his political 
sympathies and affiliations. 



Just as an individual's banking transactions are the mirror of -his 
Stt FS'rftsSS Un,9n .P oliti cal life, so too are the bank records of an organ 

Louisville, Kentucky 40202 ■ • 
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..„„^.:ion of its support and activities. Nearly 

all contributions, membership dues, and payments for orders 
of literature are made by personal check; payments to printers 
and suppliers and disbursements in the service of an organi- 
zation's clients are drawn by check from the organization's 
accounts. By examining the organization's bank records a 
government agency discovers the identity of its members, 
contributors, subscribers to its publications, suppliers, clients, 
and other organizations with which it lias -dealings — all 
raw material for the never-ending dossier spiral. 

' In the ordinary course^ of his Ranking. business a person 
discloses to his bank* information pertaining to his personal, 
political, and business life, information which most people 
themselves regard as private and believe to be honored by 
their banks as private. When a bank reveals this information 
to an outside party, it betrays the trust of its customers 
and commits a direct assault upon their right of privacy. 

V 

■ The right of privacy has many aspects and many definitions.- 
Perhaps most important is the right of privacy which forbids ' 
government inquiry .into one'_s personal beliefs and associations. 
That the First Amendment guarantees the freedom of belief, 
speech, and association, and that the Fifth Amendment guarantees 
the right not to~ disc lose one* s -belief s and associations to 
the- state," are principles' firmly ' established in constitutional 
law and reaffirmed by the Supreme Court many times-. Over the 
last twenty years, for example, the Court has invalidated a 
Congressional subpoena of the names of purchasers of litera- 
ture from- a- politically- conservative organization ( .U.S.. v. Rumely , 
1953) ; disallowed attempts by local authorities to compel 
disclosure of NAACP membership lists (NAACP v. Alabama, 1S58, 
Bates v. Little Rock , 1960, Gibson v. Florida, 1963); upheld 
the. right to circulate anonymous political literature 

(Talley v. California . 1960); and ruled that the subpoena of 
a political party's checking. account records' — issued in 
connection with alleged election law violations — was uncon- 
stitutional because it would reveal the identity of the party's 
individual contributors and the amounts given by each of .them 

(Pollard v. Roberts , aff'd per curiam , 1968). This last 

case concerned an organization not commonly regarded as radical 

or even controversial, the Arkansas Republican Party. 

422704 

Anonymous political activity is neither sinister nor 
suspect. It is a respectable, well-honored tradition clearly 
established as a constitutional right to be enjoyed equally 
by the Arkansas Republican and the SDS member. Associational 
privacy is fundamentally a protection against governmental 
punishment of "wrong" political and religious belief. It 
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also protects those who hold unpopular views from political, 
economic, and social reprisals by other members of the community. 

When associational privacy is violated, or even threatened, 
the effects upon political organizations are immeaxate and 

• measurable. In one current case, an organization ^s***™. 

■ records were subpoenaed by the House Internal Security Comma.. tee 
reported a drop of 50% in contributions even through 

. records demanded by HISC were never produced. Many re 9 u ^f 

contributors who had specifically requested anonymity, including 

. one annual donor of $10,000, discontinued their suppor^when , 
HXSC announced its intent to" publicize the organization s 
membership rolls. It takes very little to scare the ordl ^ 
person away from what he, or his neighbor, or his government 
may consider a controversial cause. Most of us rely upon 
the shield of privacy. 

The obnoxious practice of governmental political surveillance 
in this country must be brought to an end. ACLU ! f s jmd 
will continue to do what it can, in the courts and -legislatures 
and in the forum of public opinion, to achieve; Jthis _ goal . Amon* 

' the many surveillance cases in which ACLU has been ^involved 
are actions to require, the return or destruction or ban* 
records" of participants in the November 1.969 Moratorium, to 
bar FBI surveillance of the ban* records of a black economic 

" development organization, and to challenge- the- validity ox 
Congressional committee subpoenas of bank records. 

The citizen's ultimate adversary "in ^hib ef fortes, of 
" course,, the government itself, not the banks. But the bank. 
" are deeply " involved, and that involvement too must be ^ght 
-. to~an end! Hopefully this will be done by the voluntary actxon 
of the banks themselves. 

ACLU urges that every bank individually, and bankers 
•associated together in their professional organxzatxons, 
declare publicly to their customers a firm commitment to honor 
the confidentiality of the information entrusted to them, ana 
specifically, to adopt and implement these policies: 

• 1) That no member of the bank's staff, at any level, 
shall be permitted to accede to any request made by a S ove ^- 
mental investigator for access to the records or information 
from the records of any customer — whether an xndividual 
or an organization — except in response to a subpoena. 



2) That if a subpoena is presented, the bank shall not 
divulge the records of information requested until a copy 
of the subpoena has been sent to the customer by the bank, 
along with a written notice of the bank's intent to comply 
after a reasonable period of- time. By following this pro- 
cedure the bank will be honoring its legal obligations, 
while permitting its fiduciary, the customer, to assert 
his • own First and Fifth Amendment rights by challenging in 
court what -may "be -an unconstitutional subpoena. - 

I would appreciate, receiving your response to this letter. 




Sincerely, 



Rev. John Rabun 
Executive Director 



jr/kc 
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NR013 SE PLAIN 
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TO ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (ATTN: DID) 
FROM SEATTLE C 100-3 1774) (C) 4P 



As 




Mr. Tolsoxi 
Mr. Felt- 



Mr. CampbelL 
Mr. Rosen 



Mr. Mohr -us 

Mr. Bishop- JEI 
Mr. Miller, ESJl 
Mr. Callahanf^l 
Mr. Casper j^tLf 
Mr. Conrad 



Mr. Daibey. 

Mr. Cleveland — - 

Mr. Ponder 

Mr. Bates 



Mr. Waika: 
Mr. Walters. 
Mr. Soyars- 



Tele. Room — 
Miss Holmes- 



Miss Gandy- 



AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION , D EMONSTRAT _ION_AT_.SEATTLE , WASHINGTON |^ 
JUNE ONE , SEVENTY?W0 . IS - REVACT . STAG. 00: SEATTLE. r^fT^ 




ON^SNE ONE, SEVENTYTWO, SPECIAL AGENT OF FBI OBSERVED AP- 
VrOXIMATELY TWENTYFIVE PERSONS IN RALLY ON FRONT PLAZA OF FEDERAL 
COURT HOUSE, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON, FROM ABOUT NOON TO ONE PM THAT DATE 
UNDER AUSPICES OF AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION CACLU). 

VARIOUS SIGNS WERE DISPLAYED WITH VERBIAGE SUCH AS STOP 
THOUGHT CONTROL LEGISLATION, ELIMINATE POLITICAL USE OF GRAND JURIES, 
GRAND JURIES VIOLATE CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS AND STOP GRAND JURY 
FORCED TESTIMONY. 

""WHO STATED SHE WAS WITH RADICAL WOMEN • AND 




1 



FREEDOM SOCIALIST PARTY OF WASHINGTON (BOTH TROTSKYIST GROUPS) WAS 

SHE TALKED CONCERNING 



b6 
b7C 



OF CIVIL LIBERTIES AND SAID SHE WAS FEAR- 
FUL THAT RALLIES OF THIS TYPE MIGHT NOT BE POSSIBLE FOR LONG IN 
END PAGE ONE / / , ^J&A* i /" [ ^ j ] 
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PAGE TWO 

SE 100-31774 



UNITED STATES BECAUSE PARTICIPANTS MIGHT ftl I RE TN HO 
lAMPS. Uj 



/A 



WTR&TTQW 



SPEAKER WAS 



GRADUATE 



OF BELLEVUE (SEATTLE SUBURB) HIGH SCHOOL WHO IS JUNIOR AT BARNARD 
COLLEGE IN NEW, YORK • | | REFUSED TO TESTIFY EVEN THOUGH OFFERED 

IMMUNITY BEFORE FEDERAL GRAND JURY | | LAST, IN. 

CRIMINAL CASE WHEREIN DEFENDANT WAS CHARGED WITH VIOLATIONS OF 
INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN PROPERTY, MAIL FRAUD AND BANK 

LARCENY STATUTES AND FEDERAL RESERVE ACT. | |sAID CASE IN WHICH 

SHE WAS CALLED TO TESTIFY WAS REALLY POLITICAL CASE BECAUSE | | 
OF INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN- 



TERROGATED HER BEFORE GRAND JURY. SHE CLAIMED IT WAS OBVIOUS TO 
HER, QUESTIONS ASKED WERE BASED ON INFORMATION OBTAINED ILLEGALLY 

FROM WIRE TAPS. / ,;lfr$Jx* — 

WHO IDENTIFIED HIMSELF AS 



SPEAKER WAS 



OF ACLU AT SEATTLE. HE REVIEWED BRIEFLY SEVERAL 
SO-CALLED POLITICAL CASES HANDLED BY DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY 
l lN PHOENIX, ARIZONA, BROOKLYN, NEW YORK AND SEATTLE. 
I ISPEAKER WAS INTRODUCED AS 



OF 



END PAGE TWO 
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PAGE THREE 
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, WHO HAD COME TO 




AID WHEN SHE HEARD SHE WAS IN 


JAIL AT 




FOR CONTEMPT. 


URGED SUPPORT OF ACLU WHICH 



she said is making study of grand jury system in united states. 

:d by surname only and may 



BE IDENTICAL WITH" 



WERE INTRg 



AS OCCUPANTS OF RESIDENCE AT 
TELEPHONE 



, LISTED IN CITY DIRECTORY 

£ ■ ' - ' 



, BELLE VUE, WASHINGTON, 



IS ENGINEER WITH THE BOEING 



COMPANY, SEATTLE. THE LEAFLETS URGED PARTICIPANTS TO WRITE TO ACLU 
NATIONAL OFFICE FOR INFORMATION ON "YOUR RIGHTS BEFORE THE GRAND 
JURY ." 

PERSONS PRESENT AT RALLY WERE ASKED TO SIGN ROSTER WITH NAMES, 
ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS SO THEY MIGHT BE CONTACTED FOR 
POSSIBLE SIMILAR RALLY IN FUTURE. 

NO ARRESTS OR DISTURBANCES REPORTED. 

ABOVE BEING FURNISHED TO SECRET SERVICE, U.S. ATTORNEY AND 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES OF ARMY, NAVY AND AIR FORCE. 
END PAGE THREE 
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WHICH ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER WERE LISTED AT BOTTOM OF LEAFLETS b7c 
DISTRIBUTED AT RALLY UNDER NAME COMMITTEE TO EXTEND CIVIL 
LIBERTIES. DIRECTORY INDICATES 



t 



PAGE FOUR 
SE 100-31774 



ADMINISTRATIVE: A$ 



REMYTEL, MAY TWENTYFIVE, LAST. 
SA COVERING RALLY WAS R. BERT GARTER. OSI HAS SECURIT Y RESPO N- 
SIBILITY FOR THE BOEING COMPANY. NO IDENTIFIABLE RECORD ON 

SEATTLE INDICES. NO LHM. 



OR 



ON 



b6 
b7C 



ADEX. RW AND FSP UNDER INVESTIGATION. 

END 

HOLD 

EJF FBI WASH DC 



.MR. HORNER 
ROOM 724 9&D 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1992 EDITION 
CSA FPMR (4! CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATEl 



Memorandum 

to : ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI (61-190) date: 6/19/72 



from : SAC, RICHMOND (100-11224) -P- 




subjegt: -CIVIL CLASS ACTION SUIT SPONSORED BY 
(^AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
AGAINST CHIEF OF POLICE AND DIRECTOR 
OF DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA , IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT, 
CIVIL ACTION FILE NUMBER 30070 
IS - REVOLUTIONARY ACTIVITIES 



J 



(00: RICHMOND) 

Re Richmond letter to Bureau, 4/20/72. 

U. S. Court of Appeals 

4th Circuit; Docket #71-1954 

The files of the Clerk's .Off inp nf abasia Court, 
Richmond, Va. 5 were reviewed by SA I on 
6/7/72 and contained the following: 

■ Tn fha .appeal o£ 
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C. W. Bates 

ACLU /&TSER.SFNOLTCL 
__MAJOR BANKS' RE RELEASE^OjEL 
^mFORMAXIONlTO.lNVESTIGATWE 

AGENCIES , » i 

At 11:30 a. m. on 5/18/72, Bill 'Zimmerman, ajreporter 
for the American Bankers Newspaper, called me^from New York." I 
had met him at Sari Antonio recently when I made a speecTTbeforer — =£i_. 
the Texas Bankers Convention there. He said he had a copy of a letter 
the ACLU has sent out to a number of banks which inquires as to whether 
banks make available information to the FBI, law enforcement, or 
Congressional Committees without the issuance of a subpoena. — 
Zimmerman wanted to know what comments I had on it. s 

I told him I had no comments but that he was certainly" * 
aware that the FBI had investigative jurisdiction under Federal Reserve 
Act and Bank Robbery Statutes and under these we did on occasion 
examine bank records. I told him I would have an Agent of the New York 
Office contact him regarding this matter 



I called SAC Baker of New York and told him to contact 
Zimmerman at 525 West 42nd Street, telephone 563-0851. Baker 
called back and said they had contacted Zimmerman who had given them 
a copy of the letter, had asked the same questions of the Agent that he 
had asked me, and was given the same answers. Baker said he was 
sending this into the Bureau marked for the attention of the Domesti c 
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Intelligence Division. 
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subject: AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION (ACLU) 
LETTER-SENT— T.0-J1AJQR _BANKS REGARDING 
--RELEASE OP. INFORMATION TO 
" INVESTIGATIVE "AGENCIES' 



PURPOSE: 



- Mr. Rosen 

- Mr*. Felt 

- Mr. Bishop 
5/23/72 

- Mr. Bates 
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To advise that ACLU is conducting a survey of 
banking institutions to determine if they make available 
bank records to the FBI and other investigative agencief 
without a subpoena. 

BACKGROUND : 

Memorandum Mr. Bates to Mr. Shroder dated 5/19/72 
(attached) sets forth information that theA3LU has sent 
correspondence to various banks inquiring as to whether banks 
make available information to the FBI" and other law enforcement 
agencies without the issuance of a subpoena. SAC, New York, 
obtained a copy of this letter which is also attached. 

It is obvious that ACLU is waging a concerted — r* 
campaign to restrict FBI access to bank records, particulaj&SUu. 
in security and extremist investigative matters. A lawsuit 1 1 * 
in June, 1970, by the Fifth Avenue Peace Parade Committee r-v-» 
charged that the FBI harassed antiwar demonstrators in New York r-* T * - 
during November, 1969, and that a bank gave information to 
thepjFBX without the knowledge or consent of depositors and 
without a subpoena, nonnarn-inpr l egal action, a Federa l 

court- during the ea.rly part of 1Q72 held that the PBT has 
authority to gather intel ligence information relating to 
demonstrations and that the bank did not violate plaintiffs * 
rights by releasing information to the vnr to-^O"* » gabjasgna, 
-DurmgrJanuary, 1972, legal counsel for the Washington, D.C., 
based-institute for Policy Studies (IPS), publicly described as 
a ^New/Left think tank," directed a. communication to the Riggs 
National<Bank in Washington, D.C., inquiring if that bank had 
■. furnished information concerning that organizat ion , Is account to 
• the FBI without a, — 1 • * — — - - ^ 
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Memorandum to Mr. E. S. Miller 

RE: American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) 
Letter Sent to Major Banks Regarding 
Release of Information to Investigative 
Agencies 

94-65707 



OBSERVATION : 

We are receiving an ever-increasing number of 
inquiries, both in the field and at the Seat of Government, 
relative to our procedures in obtaining information from 
banking institutions, especially in the security field. The 
current program being conducted by ACLU is designed to 
harass and disrupt our operations and challenge FBI authority 
to investigate certain individuals and organizations engaged 
in subversive activities. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Office of Legal Counsel review pertinent 
statutes and recent court decisions with respect to this 
matter and advise the field of the results so that they can 
properly respond to inquiries received in this regard. 
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Re Richmond letter to the Bureau 6/19/72* 




Court of Appeal 



4 til Circuit, Docket £71-1954 



Richtiond, ? v~ore reviewed by SA^ 
8/11/72 arid contained the following 
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, Tn aT/oeai of / 

DAHLKS I b n^ 8/1/7 2 , the courl tiled an oclniun '.n ^ 

this case which affirmed the judgment of the US1)C £o:: the v 
Eastern District of Virgin la , Richmond* 

A copy of this opinion is beinj; translated hare- 
with to fchii Bureau, - 

This opinion was as follows; f Ir'f**? 

Thia class action challenges coxtal:\ practices of 
the police department ^ of the City of Eicbcwnd /xs infr.ln^c- x - 
ments upon plaintiffs 7 freedom of speech and :. :;8ociat.ion os 
guaranteed by the First Amendment and of the wOvisLitutional 
right, ty> t be secure in their privacy from unreasonable Govosro 
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and especially the presence and use of police photographers 
at demonstrations and other public meetings or vigils, are 
violative of their First Amendment rights and (2) that the 
retention in the police files of photographs of persons par- 
ticipating in such demons t rat ions or attending such meetings , 
is an unconstitutional violation of their right of 'privacy. 
They ask for a declaratory judgment that such practices are 
illegal and for injunctive relief against their continuance* 

The record establishes that the police department 
of Richmond engages routinely in surveillance, in the form 
of a uniformed police presence, at public demonstrations and 
political meetings held on public streets or grounds, that 
it photographs at least some persons present or participating 
in such demonstrations or meetings and that it maintains 
photographs of such participants in its files ? which photo- 
«■ graphs are made available, on request, exclusively to other 
law enforcement agencies * The reason assigned for the prac- 
tices uy Lilt: At^Llux Blj-ti^Luj. is Lliti nwtiu Lo k.ikjw wiiu Liifri 

leaders" (of the demonstrations) are"* particularly "those who 
are coming in from outside of our city • By photographing 
those who are "from outside of our city", the police agencies, 
after an exchange of information with 'other police agencies, 
Federal, state, local", can determine whether these outsiders 
"are dangerous, whether they have participated in affairs in 
other areas where problems have actually developed" • The 
Acting Director expressed the opinion that, "The very fact that 
the proceedings are recorded on film has a deterrent effect'* 
and "is a deterrent to violence, vandalism, this type of thing* 1 

The news media, radio and television are given 
advance notice of the demonstrations and are invited to send 
reporters and photographers to cover the demonstrations « At 
times , it was testified, the police authorities likewise were 
advised and, it may be assumed, were impliedly invited to be 
pre sent o 

In this case, on the other hand, no plaintiff --for th 
matter, no witness — was subjected to clandestine surveillance. 
The photographer was no counterfeit news photographer; he was 
openly identified as a police off jeer and known by the demon- 
strators as such* 
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To entitle a private individual to invoke the 
judicial power to determine the validity of executive or 
legislative action he must show that he has sustained or 
is immediately in danger of sustaining c direct injury # 
as the result of that action* Allegations of a subjective 
"chill 15 will not suffice. Nor may a plaintiff base his 
right to sue on injury to another . A litigant has standing 
to seek redress for injuries done to him, but may not seek 
redress for injuries done to others «, 

Plaintiffs in this case, undeterred by any action 
by the defendants and offering no testimony of injuries done 
to Mm. (them) of any inhibiting of their own exercise of 
the rights of free speech, of any penalty imposed on them 
which could be attributed to their exercise of their First 
Amendment rights, of any loss of employment or even reasonably 
foreseeable threat of such, of any threat of prosecution, or 
specific, identifiable civil sanction,-- seek primarily in 

actual intimidation or injury is pureiy'conjecmrai and # 
speculative, without any positive proof in support. This 
case represents no more than a claim by the plaintiffs that 
the exercise of his (their) First Amendment rights is being 
chilled by the mere existence, without more, of a Governmental 
investigative and data-gathering activity that is alleged to 
be broader in scope than is reasonably necessary for the 
accomplishment of a valid Governmental purpose, the plaintiffs 
are not people, obviously, who are cowed and chilled by such 
activity. 
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Douglas H. Donohoe, Dorothy Robinson , 
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the City of Richmond, Virginia; and 
Jack M. Fulton, Director of the 
Department of Public Safety for the 
City of Richmond, Virginia; Commonwealth 

of Virginia, United States of America, Appellees* 



Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Virginia, Richmond Division. Walter E. Hoffman, 
District Judge. 



Argued March 8, 1972* Decided 



August 1 , 1972, 



Before HAYNS WORTH , Chief Judge, WINTER and RUSSELL, Circuit 
Judges. 



Seymour Bubow (Robert A. Pustiinik, American Civil Liberties 
Union of Virginia Foundation on brief) for Appellants, and 
Daniel T. Balfour, Assistant City Attorney for the City of 
Richmond, and Vann H. Lefcoe, Assistant Attorney General of 
Virginia, (Andrew P. Miller, Attorney General of Virginia, on 
brief, and David G. Lowe, Assistant United States Attorney, 
for Appellees. 
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RUSSELL, CIRCUIT JUDGE: 

This class action challenges certain practices of 
the police department of the City of Richmond as infringe- 
ments upon plaintiffs' freedom of speech and association as 
guaranteed by the First Amendment and of the constitutional 
right to be secure in their privacy from unreasonable Govern 
ment intrusion. 1 The defendants are the Chief of Police and 
Director of the Department of Public Safety for the City of 
Richmond. Specifically, the plaintiffs object (1) that 
police surveillance, and especially the presence and use of 
police photographers, at demonstrations and other public 
meetings or vigils, are violative of their First Amendment 
rights and (2) that the retention in the police files of 
photographs of persons participating in such demonstrations 
or attending such meetings is an unconstitutional violation 
of their right of privacy. They ask for a declaratory 
judgment that such practices are illegal and for injunctive 
relief against their continuance. The District Court denied 



For a perceptive discussion of the constitutional con- 
cept of privacy, see Lu'sky, Invasions of Privacy: A Clarifi- 
cation of Concepts , Political Science Quarterly, June, 1972, 
p. 192. 

The Commonwealth of Virginia was permitted to inter- 
vene in support of the position of the defendants. 
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University security officers and not by the Richmond 
police, there was proof that Virginia Commonwealth 
University security officers worked in cooperation 
with and furnished copies of such photographs to the 
Richmond po lice . 

Christopher C. Melvin is a high school student who went 
on a peaceful hunger hike to raise money to send to 
Haiti and to build a child care center in Richmond. 
He was photographed by the police while on the hike. 
He thinks that such conduct on the part of the police 
may reduce participahts in futi|re hikes and harm an 
assembly. He has not, himself, participated in another 
march or protest since the incident. 
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Dr. Joseph H. Riddick, Jr . attended a peaceful demon- 
stration to protest the Vietnam war on the capitol 
grounds in Richmond on October 15, 1969. He saw a man, 
obviously neither a tourist nor a television repre- 
sentative, taking photographs. He skirted behind this 
man because he did not want his picture taken. He has 
not attended another meeting because he does not want 
his photograph in an FBI dossier. He is engaged in an 
aspect of medical practice which depends in large part 
on federal grants and he did not wish a photograph 
capable of misinterpretation in this type of dossier. 

Douglas H. Donohoe was formerly a student at Virginia 
Commonwealth University. He went to see a film on the 
Black Panther Party which was shown on campus. Two 
policemen took his picture. He declined to go to future 
meetings in Richmond because he was about to graduate 
and he did not wish to jeopard ize his graduation. While 
there was proof that the photographing incident to which 
he testified was carried out by Virginia Commonwealth 
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relief 3 and this appeal followed. 

The record establishes that the police department 
of Richmond engages routinely in surveillance, in the form 
of a uniformed police presence, at public demonstrations and 
political meetings held on public streets or grounds, that' 
it photographs at least some persons present or participating 
in such demonstrations or meetings and that it maintains 
photographs of such participants in its files, which photo- 
graphs are made available, on request, exclusively to other 
law enforcement agencies. 4 These activities are treated by 
the defendants as normal police procedure. According to the 
Richmond Acting Director of the Department of Public Safety, 
they conform to the "acceptable police practice throughout 
the country to record demonstrations, both peaceful and 
otherwise * * *." The reason assigned for the practices by 



3 Donohoe v. Puling (D.C. Va. 1971) 330 F. Supp. 308. 

4 There is no legislative authorization for any of such 
practices nor are there precise administrative regulations 
governing the procedures to be followed. The author of the 
note in 58 Cal. L. Rev. 914, at p. 928, titled "Preventive 
Intelligence Systems and the Courts", indicates that author- 
ization for such practices should be legislatively given. 
Cf., however, Anderson v. Sills (1970) 56 N. J. 210, 265 

A. 2d 678, 684. 
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the Acting Director is the "need to know who the leaders (of 

the demonstrations) are" , particularly "those who are coming 

in from outside of our city"* By photographing those who are— 

"from outside of our city", the police authorities/ after an 

exchange of information with "other police agencies , federal, 

state, local", can determine whether these outsiders "are 

dangerous, whether they have participated in affairs in other 

5 

areas where problems have actually developed". The Acting 
Director expressed the opinion that, "The very fact that the 
proceedings are recorded on film has a deterrent effect" and 
"is a deterrent to violence, vandalism, this type of thing". 

The classes or types of meetings and demonstrations 
covered by this practice of the police department are varied 
and significantly different in character. Some are public, 
demonstrations conducted on the public streets, where the 
actual purpose of the demonstrators is to publicize, by their 
presence and participation, their cause. In keeping with this 

5 Compare, Tatum v. Laird , 40 L.W. 4850, where the Army, 
in connection with its responsibility in cases of public dis- 
order, justified its surveillance because of the necessity of 
a public awareness of group tensions, what forces exist, the 
nature and size of discordant groups and the exploding possi- 
bilities of such tensions. 
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Reverend William Gold is the minister of the First 
Unitarian Church in Richmond , where a meeting for 
peace was held in 1966. Police were stationed in a 
car across the street, photographing people who entered 
the church. The presence of the police caused the 
trustees of the church to abandon an open pulpit policy 
permitting any group to use the church facilities for 
an orderly, peaceful meeting. 

William E, Evans is a law student who resides in 
Alexandria, Virginia. He was aware of the practice of 
the Richmond police in regard t)o the talcing of photo- 
graphs. On his way to a meeting at which Allen Ginsberg 
was scheduled to speak, Mr. Evans saw a police car 
which reminded him of the practice of the Richmond police 
with regard to the taking of photographs. He concluded 
not to attend the meeting because of the -fear of having 
his picture taken. The fear arose because he was a law 
student and might seek federal employment upon graduation. 
He did not want an unfavorable dossier or police record 
to embarrass his chance of employment or subsequent 
promotion. 
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carried on surveillance and took countless pictures, 
some from a distance of only two feet. Some of the 
marchers covered their faces with posters and some 
with coats. When Mrs. Johnson tried to organize 
another demonstration, she met with reluctance on the 
part of would-be demonstrators to participate because 
of the previous photographing by police. 

Reverend N. Robert Quiriri is pastor of a church in 
Richmond, who attended a meeting at a public park to 
protest the use of federal taxes to continue the war 
in Vietnam at the expense of domestic programs for the 
benefit of citizens. Police were present around the 
park and they took a great number of pictures. Other 
photographers from various news media were also present 
and engaged in taking pictures. Proof was tendered that 
if permitted to testify, Reverend Quirin would testify 
that some of the persons photographed resented having 
their pictures taken and made such comments as, "Well, 
here's big brother again I" 



purpose, the news media, radio , and television are given 
advance notice of the demonstrations and are invited to send 
reporters and photographers to cover the demonstrations. At 
times, it was testified, the police authorities likewise were 
advised and, it may be assumed, were impliedly invited to be 
present* Other demonstrations involved what was characterized 
in the testimony as "shop-ins", a term used to describe the 
descent of an organized group upon a store, where members of 
the group pick-up various articles of merchandise and, without 
paying for the articles, depart, advising the clerk as they 
depart to charge it to "welfare". It was testified that on 
at least one occasion, the police authorities were given prior 
notice by the organizers of one of these "shop-in" demonstra- 
tions. A third group of meetings involved in the police action, 
consisted of public meetings held on the public grounds of the 
State House or other public property. The exact nature of 
these meetings was not set forth, but, it seems, were primarily 
"anti-war" or "pro-welfare" in their purpose. The only groups 
specifically identified as participating were the "Women's 
International League for Peace and Freedom" and the "Welfare 
Rights Organization". There was testimony that "some of them 
(the demonstrations or meetings) have gotten out of hand, rowdy, 
destroying property". 
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There was a final category of meetings referred to 
in the record. These were held in a local church. They were 
open to the public and the programs would generally embrace a 
speech on a controversial political subject under the sponsor- 
ship of an organized group. The police department properly 
considered this group of meetings differently from the other 
three. It did not attempt to have observers present at such 
meetings, presumably because the meetings, though public, were 
on private property. It did, though, station a photographer, 
at times on the sidewalk, at other times in a car on the 
street opposite the church; and this photographer, so far as 
practicable, photographed those entering the church. 

The defendants raised the threshold question that 
the plaintiffs are without standing to maintain this action 
or to represent the class or classes allegedly adversely 
affected by the practices of the police department. Specif- 
ically, they deny that the plaintiffs have sustained any 
injury or realistic threats to their rights. The record 
includes no testimony from any plaintiff other than the 
plaintiff Donohoe. And Donohoe, it developed, had no complaint 
against the defendants. He was a student at Virginia Common- 
wealth University in Richmond, While attending a meeting on 
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APPENDIX 



The witnesses who described their experiences 
with regard to photographing by the police in Richmond 
testified as follows: 

Mrs, Marie Hasegawa was present at several vigils and 
peaceful protests around the Federal Building and at 
the Induction Center in Richmond, the purpose of which 
was to protest American foreign policy in Vietnam. 
Her picture has been taken by police officers many 
times from many angles. She was one of the group passing 
out leaflets, and when people attempting to take a 
leaflet saw a photographer they would withdraw their 
hands and not accept the leaflet. 

Mrs. Loretta F. Johnson participated in a peaceful, 
orderly demonstration of The Welfare Rights Organization 
held in March 1970 at the old food stamp distribution 
center in Richmond. The group of about thirty paraded 
with signs. Policemen on foot and on motorcycles 



recording of licenses. Aroused public opinion and an 
enlightened Attorney General quickly prevented a 
repetition of what had been done. 

To me it is regrettable that in this case litiga- 
tion has been necessary. Plaintiffs have established 
that the present practice of indiscriminately photo- 
graphing participants in lawful assemblies has a 
chilling effect on first amendment rights; defendants 
have failed to show that their legitimate objectives 
cannot be achieved in a less offensive manner. I 
would, therefore, have no hesitancy in reversing the 
district court and remanding the case for appropriate 
equitable relief, including enjoining the photographing 
practices of the police where an actual or imminent 
violation of law had not occurred and the destruction 
of all photographs except those of persons who had 
committed a violation of law. Cf. Bee see Books, Inc. 
v. Leary, 291 F.S. 622 (S.D. N.Y. 1968). 

I respectfully dissent. 



the campus of that institution, he observed officers main- 
taining surveillance of the meeting and was photographed by 
them as he entered the meeting. The officers, however, were 
.not connected with the Richmond police department and were 
not under the direction or control of the defendants; they 
were security officers employed by the university. It is 
true the defendants conceded the surveillance of certain 
demonstrations and public meetings. They, also, admitted 
that photographs were taken of persons attending such meet- 
ings or participating in demonstrations. Pictures of two of 
the plaintiffs had been taken while they were participating 
in demonstrations. But the defendants denied that any of 
the plaintiffs had been inhibited in the exercise of their 
First Amendment rights by any action on their part; and no 
plaintiff testified to the contrary. In particular, to 
restate: there was a complete absence of testimony that any 
of the plaintiffs had ever sustained any "specific present 

objective harm" or had ever been personally restrained, or 
6 

"chilled" in the exercise of his or her First Amendment rights. 
6 

The term "chilling effect", as used in analyzing chal- 
lenges under the First Amendment, was introduced first into 
legal terminology by Justice Frankfurter in his concurring 
opinion in Wekan v. Updergraff (1952) 344 U. S. 183, 195. 
In his concurring opinion in Zwickler v. Koota (1967) 389 
U. S. 241, 256, n. 2, Justice Harlan describes this "chilling 
effect doctrine" as "ubiquitous and slippery" and as "amorphous". 
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At the outset of the action, it is true, the plain- 
tiffs had moved for a temporary restraining order, and in con- 
— . nection with that motion, had filed their affidavits. Of 

course, these affidavits, never incorporated in the testimony, 
cannot be a basis for a finding of standing to sue. Even if 
they were available for this purpose, they would be insuffi- 
cient to establish a justiciable claim on the part of the 
plaintiffs. In these affidavits, the plaintiffs set forth 
in detail repeated demonstrations in which they had partici- 
pated where the police had been present and at which they 
had either been photographed or had heard of others being 
photographed. It is manifest from their statements in these 
affidavits, detailing repeated demonstrations in which they 
had taken part, that they had not been deterred by the 
activities of the police authorities from participating in 
demonstrations or "chilled" in the exercise of their First 
Amendment rights. In fact, they made no such claim. At 
best, they asserted that they were "annoyed" or "felt uncom- 
fortable" or "nervous". Accordingly, if the testimony herein 
be expanded to include the affidavits of the plaintiffs, which 
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in Anderson acknowledged that some of the information 
sought to be obtained might, after an evidentiary 
hearing, turn out to be~~irrelevaht to the police 
objectives and indicated that should this be the case 
the practice could be enjoined. 

III. 

This case is reminiscent of an event which occurred 
in Baltimore shortly after the State of Maryland enacted 
the Subversive Activities Act of 1949 during the Joe 
McCarthy era. The Assistant Attorney General in charge 
of enforcement of the Act directed his investigators to 
conduct surveillance of a meeting of the World Federalists 
which was held in a theatre rented for that purpose. 
Photographs of persons attending the meeting were taken 
and the license numbers of vehicles in which persons 
travelled to the meeting were recorded. Subject to this 
treatment were many prominent members of the Baltimore 
community. 

A vigorous press gave widespread publicity of what 
had occurred to those who did not attend the meeting 
and had no direct knowledge of the photographing and the 
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Finally, Anderson v. Sills, supra, cited by the 
police and relied on by the district court, is 
distinguishable. For one, the New Jersey Supreme 
Court, in Anderson , reversed the lower court's award 
of summary judgment on the grounds that the record was 
inadequate for a decision on the merits. Anderson v. 
Sills, supra, 265 A. 2d at 681. The court stated that 
there was no evidence that participation in a rally, 
protest, demonstration, or march would precipitate 
any police record. Second, unlike the present case, 
the court in Anderson noted that the individual plain- 
tiffs had not claimed that they had been deterred in the 
exercise of their first amendment rights. There was 
only one reference to the photographing of an individual 
and in that case the court specifically noted that the 
police had disclaimed any knowledge of the incident. 
Third, the intelligence gathering procedures in Anderson 
were directed at disorder and they appear to serve a 
more substantive function than the random photography 
employed by the Richmond police. Finally, the court 
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represented ex parte statements of the parties, untested by 
cross-examination, there is still nothing in this record to 
establish harm or injury actually sustained by the plaintiffs 
themselves. 

The plaintiffs did present testimony from others 
on the practices of the Richmond police department. These 
witnesses were not intervenors in the action and their com- 
plaints would not uphold a justiciable claim on the part of 
the plaintiffs. Even had they intervened, their testimony 
would not establish that their First Amendment rights had 
been "chilled" by the action of the Richmond police authori- 
ties. None of these witnesses, by their own testimony, had 
been, either directly or apparently even subconsciously, 
deterred in the exercise of their First Amendment rights by 
the action of the defendants nor had they suffered any specif- 
ic injury. Two of the witnesses were leaders in organizing 
demonstrations. They frankly conceded that nothing the Rich- 
mond police authorities did induced them to desist from their 
prominent roles in public demonstrations or meetings. They 
did not object to being photographed; to the contrary, they 
solicited publicity both for their meetings and for themselves 
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by inviting representatives of the news media, including 
photographers, to be present and to report, with photographs, 

7 

the demonstrations and meetings. Their only complaint was 

that others were not as forthright or courageous as they? 

they claimed the right to speak for these more timorous 
g 

individuals. And they endeavored to establish the existence 
of, and to identify, the more timorous by testifying that, 
when they offered a handbill to some passers-by, the hand- 
bills were refused or taken diffidently. These refusals or 
this diffidence the witnesses subjectively attributed, not 
to unfriendliness to their cause or even disinterest, but to 
an apprehension generated by the presence of the police at 
the demonstration. They, also, claimed that some persons had 



Accounts of their activities were available in news- 
paper files. 

8 

Their position is similar to that of the plaintiffs 
in Tatum . In that case, it was stated (40 L.W. at p. 4853, 
n. 7) : 

"At the oral argument before the District 
Court, counsel for respondents (the plain- 
tiffs) admitted that his clients were 'not 
people, obviously, who are cowed and chilled 1 ; 
indeed, they were quite willing 'to open them- 
selves up to public investigations and public 
scrutiny'. But, counsel argued, these respon- 
dents must 'represent millions of Americans not 
nearly as forward (and) courageous' as them- 
selves." 
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behind the crowd during a speech is very different 
from that of a policeman snapping pictures of him. 
In the former case, the policeman is clearly there to 
preserve order and generally for his protection, while 
in the latter he takes on more of an adversary role. 
If a crime is committed those policemen on hand will 
be in a position to apprehend the violator and at that 
time they may photograph him. But, until that time, 
it would seem that indiscriminate photographing, as 
such, would have little value in deterring crime or 
apprehending a criminal. While the police objectives 
are laudable, they can still be obtained without in- 
jecting fear into persons who are peacefully exercising 
their first amendment rights. Although the defendants 
contend that the plaintiffs 1 fears and suspicions are 
unfounded, nevertheless, the fact remains that they do 
exist; and it appears that the police would lose little 
of their effectiveness if they abandoned these prac- 
tices and adopted less offensive ones. 
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Certainly it is permissible for the police to take 
pictures of persons who have violated the law and 
thereafter send those pictures out to other locales 
to help local officials in controlling future demon- 
strations involving those persons. And the police in 
Richmond would certainly be justified in receiving 
photographs from other jurisdictions of individuals who 
have been found to be dangerous in order to be prepared 
for their presence in a local demonstration. But this 
still does not explain how the Richmond police take 
pictures of dangerous persons who are unknown. I find 
this asserted rationale specious. 

The third and fourth rationales for the present 
police practice are that it serves to deter violence 
and vandalism and that it protects the demonstrators. 
The simple answer to these is that the presence of 
uniformed police without cameras also deters crime and 
violence. More importantly, a demonstrator * s concept 
of a policeman who lines the parade route or stands 
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been frightened from participating in demonstrations by this 
police presence. Three persons present in court and identi- 
fied by name were stated to have indicated that they were so 
deterred. It is significant though, that no one of these 
three supported this claim with their testimony. Another 
witness for the plaintiffs testified that he had intended to 
attend a public meeting but, on his way to the meeting, passed 
a police car, the sight of which prompted such fear in him 
that he did not drive on to the meeting. Another witness 
simply objected to having his picture taken at all; in fact, 
he indicated he would refuse to have his picture affixed to 
his driver 1 s license, even though required by State law. One 
witness was the minister at the church where a public meeting 
was held. He was not photographed, so far as the record shows, 
and certainly was not intimidated. He objected to a police 
car parked on the street opposite the church, where those 
attending the meeting were observed, in some instances, being 
photographed, with presumably long-distance lenses. Finally, 
there was testimony that, in offering a reply to a complaint 
filed by a post office employee claiming discrimination in 
promotion and prejudice on the part of the local postmaster, 
the local postmaster had reported that the FBI had told him 
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the employee had participated in a demonstration* There was 
no evidence that the FBI had actually secured this informa- 
tion from the Richmond police department, though it was proved, 
that the files of that department were available to the FBI* 
It is common knowledge , though , that the FBI maintains its 
own surveillance of demonstration groups and it is just as 
reasonable to assume it may have acquired knowledge of the 
employee's participation from its own surveillance as from 

Q 

that of the Richmond police department. At any rate, there 
was no evidence that this information prejudiced the employee 
in any way in the disposition of his complaint. Moreover, 
this employee was not a plaintiff. 

Tatum v. Laird , decided June 26, 1972, 40 L. W. 4850, 
makes clear, that on this record (even if expanded to include 
the affidavits of the plaintiffs filed in connection with their 
preliminary motion) the plaintiffs are without a justiciable 



* Section 534(a)(1), 28 U.S.C., authorizes the FBI to 
classify and preserve "identification, criminal identifica- 
tion, crime, and other records" and to exchange such "with, 
and for the official use of" federal, state or municipal law 
enforcement officers. See, also, Menard v. Mitchell (D.C. 
D.C. 1971) 328 F. Supp. 718. 
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that they have applied for a permit for the demonstra- 
tion, then by the fact that they are at the front of 
the crowd or giving a speech. Moreover, their identity 
is usually readily ascertainable from the local news 
media. I conclude that there is no justification for 
intimidating all the participants in a demonstration 
in order to obtain pictures of its leaders. 

The court's second reason for justifying the present 
practice is that it allows the police to identify "un- 
known participants who come into Richmond from other 
areas" who have a record of being dangerous. It is 
unclear how the Richmond police photograph unknown 
persons if they lack knowledge of whom to photograph. 
I cannot suppose that every time a picture is taken of 
an unknown person it is sent to the FBI in order to 
determine whether that person is dangerous. The 
defendants do not claim that this is the practice; but 
if it were, it would appear to be a useless tool in 
controlling the crowd on the day of the demonstration. 



In dismissing plaintiffs' complaint, the district 
court justified the practice of the police on the 
grounds that it (1) allows the police to identify 
demonstration leaders; (2) permits the police to 
identify unknown persons from outside the Richmond area 
who are participating in the demonstration and who have 
records of being dangerous; (3) deters violence and 
vandalism; and (4) serves to protect the demonstrators 
from counter-demonstrators. I am not persuaded that 
these objectives are furthered by the present police 
practice or, if they are, that the same results cannot 
be obtained with less interference to first amendment 
rights. 

If it is assumed that there is a legitimate reason 
for recording the identity and likeness of those who 
lead others in the peaceful exercise of their first 
amendment rights, there is no reason why police must 
engage in wholesale photographing of a demonstration 
in order to obtain pictures of its leaders. In most 
instances the leaders are known, if not by the fact 
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claim for relief and that the District Court correctly dis- 
missed the action. In that case, the plaintiffs "were tar- 
gets of the Army's surveillance". 10 As we have already 
indicated, that "surveillance" went far beyond the extent 
of "surveillance" in this case. It was clandestine, not 
open. It employed not merely photographers but resorted to 
sophisticated electronic methods of surveillance. It 
involved infiltrating meetings with secret agents and photog- 
raphers. 11 The information collected was "distributed to 
civilian officials in state, federal, and local governments 
* * * are (were) stored in one or more data banks." In thia 
case, on the other hand, no plaintiff — for that matter, no 
witness — was subjected to clandestine surveillance. The 
photographer was no counterfeit news photographer; he was 
openly identified as a police officer and known by the demon- 
strators as such. Indisputably, the surveillance in Tatum 
was far more pervasive and open to attack than that involved 



I See 40 L. 4857 (dissenting opinion. Justice Douglas) 
This is confirmed in the opinion below where the Court said 
(444 F.2d at p. 954, n. 17): 

"The record shows that most if not all of the 
appellants and/or the organizations of which 
they are members have been the subject of Army 
surveillance reports and their names have 
appeared in the Army's records." 

II See 40 L. W. 4857 (dissenting opinion. Justice Douglas) 
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here. Moreover, the right of the Army to engage in domestic 
surveillance was considerably less clear than that of the 
local police authorities, such as the defendants here, on 
wHomi there is a specific obligation to maintain domestic 
law and order. 

In determining justiciability under the circum- 
stances of Tatum , the Court emphasized at the outset that, 
the "chilling" effect of executive actions, falling short 
of a direct restraint of First Amendment rights, would not 
give rise to a justiciable cause if it arose , "merely from 
the individuals knowledge that a governmental agency was 
engaged in certain activities or from the individual's 
concomitant fear that, armed with the fruits of those 
activities, the agency might in the future take some other 
and additional action detrimental to that individual". 
(Italics in opinion) (p. 4853, 40 L.W.) To the contrary, 
it observed that in the cases where relief had been granted, 
"the challenged exercise of governmental power was regulatory, 
proscriptive, or compulsory in nature, and the complainant 
was either presently or prospectively subject to the regu- 
lations, proscriptions, or compulsions that he was chal- 
lenging". Quoting from Ex parte Levitt (1937) 302 U. S. 
633, 634, the Court pointed out "that to entitle a private 

individual to invoke the judicial power to determine the 
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possible violence. In determining what governmental 

actions are permissible in the regulation of acts 

which may be associated with or arise out of the 

exercise of first amendment rights, the court in 

United States v. O'Brien, 391 U.S. 367 (1968) set forth 

the following criteria: 

[G]overnment regulation is sufficiently 
justified if it is within the constitutional 
power of the Government; if it furthers an 
important or substantial governmental in- 
terest; if the governmental interest is 
unrelated to the suppression of free expres- 
sion; and if the incidental restriction on 
alleged First Amendment freedoms is no greater 
than is essential to the furtherance of that 
interest . (Emphasis supplied . ) 

391 U.S. at 377. Similarly, in Younger v. Harris, 

401 U.S. 37, 51 (1971), it was said: 

Where a statute [or police practice] does not 
directly abridge free speech but — while regu- 
lating a subject within the State's power — 
tends to have the incidental effect of 
inhibiting First Amendment rights, it is well 
settled that the statute [or police practice] 
can be upheld if the effect on speech is minor 
in relation to the need for control and the 
lack of alternative means for doing so . . . 
(Emphasis supplied . ) 

See also New York Times v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254, 

270 (1964). 



See e.g., United States v. Robel, 389 U.S. 258 
(1967) (criminal prosecution); Lamont v. Postmaster 
General, 381 U.S. 301 (1965) (compelling affirmative 
act of requesting delivery of mail thought by the 
Post Office to be communist propaganda) ; Hen toff v. 
Ichord, 318 F.S. 1175 (D.D.C. 1970) (publication of 
a list of those persons belonging to radical organi- 
zations who receive honoraria for college appearances.) 
Moreover, there is no allegation that, aside from the 
constitutional challenge, the police are not authorized 
to conduct investigations, including the use of photog- 
raphy, of persons who have not committed a crime. 
United States v. McLeod, 385 P. 2d 734, 750 (5 Cir. 1967) 

Thus, the determinative issue in this case is not 
the existence of the chill, but the quantum of chill 
in the light of the surrounding circumstances. Cf. 
Anderson v. Sills, 56 N.J. 210, 265 A. 2d 678 (1970). 
In the present case the defendants are attempting to 
regulate the disruptive non-speech element inherent 
whenever numbers of people congregate together, i.e., 
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validity of executive or legislative action he must show that 

he has sustained or is immediately in danger of sustaining a 

direct injury as the result of that action * * * # » 12 The 

opinion proceeded to identify specific injuries which, in 

13 

earlier decisions, had involved personal and specific harm 
sufficient to sustain justiciability. Specifically, Tatum 
held that there must be "a claim of specific present objective 
harm or a threat of specific future harm" in order to support 
a justiciable claim for relief in a case of this type. "Alle- 
gations of a subjective 'chill 1 " will not suffice. Nor may 
a plaintiff base his right to sue on injury to another. Quot- 
ing from Moose Lodge No. 107 v. Irvis, U. S. (filed 

June 12, 1972, 40 L. W. 4715, note 7 , )Chief Justice Burger 
stated that "a litigant 'has standing to seek redress for 
injuries done to him, but may not seek redress for injuries 



i2i See, also, Kansas City, Mo. v. Williams (8th Cir. 1953) 
205 F.2d 47 , 51, cert, denied 346 U. S. 826, quoted in the dis- 
senting opinion in 444 P.2d at p. 961. 

13 

These involved restraints upon right to practice law 
(Baird v. State Bar of Arizona , 1971, 401 U. S. 1) , loss of 
employment ( Keyishian v. Board of Regents , 1967, 385 U. S. 589), 
and personal burden ( Lamont v. Postmaster General , 1965) 381 
U. S. 301) , to which might be added, harm such as involved in 
criminal sanctions ( Gibson v. Florida Legislative Comm. , 1963, 
372 U. S. 539) and threat of criminal prosecution ( Dombrowski 
v - Pfister , 1965, 380 U. S. 479). 
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done to others . • " 

The plaintiffs in this case, undeterred by any 
action by the defendants and offering no testimony„pf 
"injuries done to him (them)", — of any inhibiting of their 
own exercise of the rights of free speech, of any penalty 
imposed on them which could be attributed to their exercise 
of their First Amendment rights, of any loss of employment 
or even reasonably foreseeable threat of such, of any threat 
of prosecution, or specific, identifiable civil sanction, — 
seek primarily in this action to vindicate the alleged rights 
of others, whose actual intimidation or injury is purely con- 
jectural and speculative, without any positive proof in sup- 
port. As the Court observed in Tatum, this case represents 
no more than a claim by the plaintiffs that "the exercise of 
his (their) First Amendment rights is being chilled by the 
mere existence, without more, of a governmental investigative 
and data-gathering activity that is alleged to be broader in 
scope than is reasonably necessary for the accomplishment of 
a valid governmental purpose" (at p. 4852, 40 L.W.) arid, as 
in Tatum, the plaintiffs are "not people, obviously, who are 
cowed and chilled" by such activity. They are without a 
justiciable claim. 

AFFIRMED. 
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II. 

Although the record in this case unquestionably 

establishes a "chilling effect" on first amendment 
2 

rights, it is equally clear that unlike earlier cases 
dealing with "chilling effect," the real and actual 
threat of legal or criminal sanctions, loss of economic 
benefit, government compulsion to testify or identify 
one's self, or the threat of publicity, was not proved. 



In argument, the Assistant Attorney General, 
appearing for the commonwealth, conceded that 
the actions of the police had a "chilling effect" 
on plaintiffs' first amendment rights. He asserted 
however that plaintiffs were "unreasonably" chilled, 
i.e., that plaintiffs were hypersensitive to chill, 
or that the legitimate objectives of" the police 
outweighed the violation of plaintiffs' rights. 
The concession was a proper one. Anonymity is an 
important aspect of first amendment rights because 
"identification and fear of reprisal might deter 
perfectly peaceful discussions of public matters 
of importance." Talley v. California, 362 U.S. 
60, 65 (1960). 
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first amendment right to assemble after they became 
aware of the practice of the Richmond police to take 
photographs at certain peaceful public gatherings. 
There was evidence that others declined to exercise 
their first amendment right to assemble and petition 
their government for a redress, of their grievances 
after they had once had the experience of being photo- 
graphed by the Richmond police. While in Tatum there 
was only knowledge of surveillance or fear of the con- 
sequences of surveillance, here there was actual exposure 
to the challenged police >methods . in short , if photo- 
graphing on the part of the police constituted an imper- 
missible violation of constitutional right, there was an 
abundance of proof that actual harm and an actual violation 
of rights had occurred. I can only conclude that Tatum . 
is distinguishable and hence not a precedent which is 
controlling. 



WINTER, Circuit Judge , dissenting : 



I do not agree that Laird v. Tatum, U.S. 

(June 26, 1972) should lead us to conclude that on this 
record plaintiffs have no justiciable claim. Rather, I 
would conclude that they have standing to sue and that 
they have proved a cause of action entitling them to 
relief. 

I. 

The starting point in my discussion is to consider 
what Tatum held, the factual basis on which the decision 
was reached, 1 what this record establishes, and whether 



1. The majority bolsters its interpretation of Tatum 
by reference to the dissenting opinion of Mr. 
Justice Douglas and the majority opinion of the 
Court of Appeals which the Supreme Court reversed. 
I cannot read the separate opinions in the Supreme 
Court to proceed on an interpretation of the 
record accepted by both the majority and the 
dissenting justices. In such circumstances, I 
would think it axiomatic that the holdings of the 
majority must be deemed to relate only to the 
majority's reading of the record and not to extend 
to the dissenters 1 differing interpretation. 
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Tatum is applicable. Tatum concluded that plaintiffs 1 
complaints about the Army's data gathering system failed 



to present a justiciable controversy. Stated- otherwise, 
plaintiffs lacked standing to litigate the issues they 
sought to raise because they neither alleged nor proved 
objective harm or threat of specific future harm to 
themselves or the class they purported to represent. The 
factual basis on which the majority decided the case is 
best documented "by* > quotations from the majority's 
opinion; 

(a) In describing the history of the litigation, 
the majority said, with reference to the grant of 
certiorari: 

We granted certiorari to consider whether, as the 
Court of Appeals held, respondents presented a 
justiciable controversy in complaining of a 
"chilling" effect on the exercise of their First 
Amendment rights where such effect is allegedly 
caused, not by any "specific action of the Army 
against them, [but] only [by] the existence and 
operation of the intelligence gathering and 
distributing system, which is confined to the 
Army and related civilian investigative agencies." 
444 F.2d 947, 953. We reverse. (Slip opinion p. 2.) 
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the Supreme Court on the premise that none of the 
plaintiffs alleged or tendered any proof to show any 
harm to himself or any violation of his constitutional 
rights. The instant case is far different. A precis 
of the relevant testimony of record is attached as an 
appendix to this opinion. Three witnesses (Mrs. 
Hasegawa, Mrs. Johnson, and Christopher Melvin) and 
arguably a fourth (Mr. Donohpe) were photographed by 
the police, without their permission and inferrably 
against their will, while they were engaged in the 
peaceful exercise of their first amendment right to 
assemble and, in the case of Mrs. Hasegawa and Mrs. 
Johnson, to petition their government for a redress of 
their grievances, and in the case of Mrs. Hasegawa, to 
communicate the ideas she advocated to others. Proof 
was offered that others were photographed while they 
were exercising their first amendment right to assemble 
and that they objected to the invasion of their privacy. 
Messrs. Evans and Riddick and, arguably, Christopher 
Melvin, testified that they declined to exercise their 
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(f) In further discussion of why the authorities 
distinguished in (e) were not applicable, the majority 
added : 

The decisions in these cases fully recognize that 
governmental action may be subject to constitu- 
tional challenge even though it has only an 
indirect effect on the exercise of First Amendment 
rights. At the same time, however, these decisions 
have in no way eroded the 

"established principle that to entitle a 
private individual to invoke the judicial 
power to determine the validity of executive 
or legislative action he must show that he 
has sustained or is immediately in danger of 
sustaining a direct injury as the result of 
that action . . . Ex parte Levitt , 302 U.S. 
633, 634 (1937). (Slip opinion pp. 11-12.) 

(g) « Finally, in articulating the essence of its 

holding, the majority said: 

Allegations of a subjective "chill" are not an 
adequate substitute for a claim of specific present 
objective harm or a threat of specific future harm; 
"the federal courts established pursuant to Article 
III of the Constitution do not render advisory 
opinions." United Public Workers v. Mitchell , 330 
U.S. 75, 89 (1947). (Slip opinion pp. 12-13.) 

From these quotations from Tatum , it should be at 

once apparent that Tatum was decided by the majority of 
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(b) In describing the district court's and court 

of appeals 1 decisions, the majority said: 

It was the view of the District Court that re- 
spondents failed to allege any action on the part 
of the Army that was unlawful in itself and further 
failed to allege any injury or any realistic 
threats to their rights growing out of the Army's 
actions . 

In reversing, the Court of Appeals noted that 
respondents "have some difficulty in establishing 
visible injury. " They 

"freely admit that they complain of no 
specific action of the Army against them. . . 
There is no evidence of illegal or unlawful 
surveillance activities. We are not cited 
to any clandestine intrusion by a military 
agent. So far as is yet shown, the informa- 
tion gathered is nothing more than a good 
newspaper reporter would be able to gather 
by attendance at public meetings and the 
clipping of articles from publications 
available on any newsstand." 444 F.2d, 
at 953. 

The court took note of petitioners 1 argument 
"that nothing [detrimental to respondents] had 
been done, that nothing is contemplated to be done, 
and even if some action by the Army against 
[respondents] were possibly foreseeable, such 
would not present a presently justiciable contro- 
versy." (Footnote eliminated.) (Slip opinion 
pp. 7-8.) 
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(c) As footnote 5 to its description of the pro- 
ceedings in the district court, the majority quoted 



from the record: 

In the course of the oral argument, the District 
Judge sought clarification from respondents' 
counsel as to the nature of the threats perceived 
by respondents; he asked what exactly it was in 
the Army's activities that tended to chill re- 
spondents and others in the exercise of their 
constitutional rights* Counsel responded that 
it was 

"precisely the threat* in this case that in some 
future civil disorder of some kind, the Army is 
going to come in with its list of troublemakers 
. • . and go rounding up people and putting them 
in military prisons somewhere." (Emphasis added.) 

To this the court responded that "we still sit 
here with the writ of habeas corpus." At another 
point, counsel for respondents took a somewhat 
different approach in arguing that 

" we're not quite sure exactly what they have in 
mind and that is precisely what causes the chill, 
the chilling effect." (Emphasis added in original.) 
(Slip opinion pp. 7-8.) 

(d) In an overall characterization of the decision 

by the court of appeals, the majority said: 

Our examination of the record satisfies us that 
the Court of Appeals properly identified the issue 
presented, namely,, whether the jurisdiction of a 
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federal court may be invoked by a complainant who 
alleges that the exercise of his First Amendment 
rights is being chilled by the mere existence, 
without more, of ~a~ governmental investigative 
and data-gathering activity that is alleged to be 
broader in scope than is reasonably necessary for 
the accomplishment of a valid governmental purpose. 
We conclude, however, that, having properly 
identified the issue, the Court of Appeals decided 
that issue incorrectly. (Slip opinion p. 9.) 

(e) In distinguishing prior decisions that held 

that constitutional violations may arise from the 

"chilling" effect of governmental regulations falling 

short of a direct prohibition against the exercise of 

first' amendment rights, the majority said: 

In none of these cases, however, did the chilling 
effect arise merely from the individual's knowledge 
that a governmental agency was engaged in certain 
activities or from the individual's concomitant 
fear that , armed with the fruits of those activities, 
the agency might in the future take some other and 
additional action detrimental to that individual . 
Rather, in each of these cases, the challenged 
exercise of governmental power was regulatory, 
proscriptive, or compulsory in nature, and the 
complainant was either presently or prospectively 
subject to the regulations, proscriptions, or 
compulsions that he was challenging. (Emphasis 
added.) (Slip opinion p. 10.) 
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Vo CT.C, Dallas 

Froi.-.: Acting Director, FBI fSffl 
PAUL GAITHER 

SHERIFF OF POTTER COUNTY-. 
Af -ARILLO , TE;SA.S 

RESEARCH (COJiPESPOKDBNCB AND TOURS) 
BltLED: 8-18-72 



8-7-72 



,S? closed are two copies of a self-explanatory communication 
fron Sheriff Gaither. 

Arrange to have him contacted and tactfully and courteously 
point out that the confidential nature of Bufiles precludes furnish- 
ing mformatxon as he requested and that we do not have any public 
source material which we .can provide. 

Advise Bureau of results no later than 8-18-72. 

Enclosures (2) * 

NOTE: ■ Sheriff Gaither is on the mailing' list for the Law Enforcement 
Bulletin, Uniform Crime Reports bulletin and NCIC publications. 

JWD:jro (7) • . ' • ' . 
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AIR MAIL 

July 31, 1972 



L.Patrick Gray III 
Acting Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20535 



ATTENTION: 



Dear Sir: 



RE:. 



Crime Research 
Section 



BRICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES 
UNION 



It is my belief t*hat at one time the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation had at their disposal information on the 
American Civil Liberties Union. If the Bureau in Wash- 
inton h * s this public _in fa mat ion ? it is requested that 
you forward same to me as soon as possible. 

If the Bureau has this information or other.public source, 
I would appreciate you forwarding to me all necessary mat- 
erial that would be of assistance in answering ray questions. 

Your assistance in this matter will be of great help. Be 
assured of our cooperation in all matters of mutual interest 



us 
id 
U-! 

< 



PGjpc 




Mt recorded 



m 



Autf^Lg^AITHER 

POTTER COUNTY SHERIFF 

BOX 1328 

AMAWLLoTte5S\S 70105 

■ - . s 



OPTIONAL FOHM NO. 10 
MA 1WJZ EDITION 

GSA FPMR (4t CFR) lOt-U.6 l| 



Pi 



UNITED STATES CWERNMENT 

Memorandum 



to : A CTING DIRECTOR, FBI 
^fr^ SAC, MINNEAPOLIS (66-3354) 

subject: A CCESS TO RECORDS MAINTAINED BY 
BANKING INSTITUTIONS 



date: 6/15/72 




y Enclosed are two copies of a letter on the 

American Civil Liberties Union, New York, New York, 
,< SSdctG^^^^^^^\jS^ n ^^t Bank President:" and^ 
urging the recipient to refuse to furnish information 
from banking records to any investigative agency, except 
in response to a subpoena. It also urges that subpoenas 
for bank records not be complied with until a copy 
has been sent to the bank customer involved. The FBI is 
mentioned on page 1 of this letter. 

A copy of the. enclosed let ter was furnished 
the Minneapolis Office on 6/14/72 bvl 



Minneapolis, Minnesota. 



1 of Minneapolis , 



1 



adViSea ' that copies 



of this letter were apparently sent to all bank presidents 
in the United States, and that this action by the American 
Civil Liberties Union has received considerable publicity 
and discussion in recent issues of the "American Banker, 
a daily trade newspaper. b7D 



, confidentially advised that his 

bank had declined to publicly notify all customers as to 
their policy regarding subpoenas for bank records , and 
it remains the policy of his bank's legal department to 
disclose records to law enforcement authorities when the 
bank is the complainant in a' criminal matter. He advised 
that this campaign by the American Civil Liberties Union 
has caused some concern in local banking circles; however, 
he knew of no banks in .the Minnesota metropolitan area which 
had changed their policy of cooperation with law enforcement 
agencies. 

The above '±» for the information of the Burea^. 

- Bureau (Enc^V*" —"" 1 ; ~ 1 A ~~ AvtK. , 

2 - Minneapolis 

(1 - 100-1967) 
REK: jwh 
,(4) 



JUr 6 1972 



Buy UsSi Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll\Savings Plan 




